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H ENE are three Wins of aug g this im- 
pPortant Doctrine, mentioned in my Letter, 

P. 5. and as to each of theſe I have de- 

clared, and do declare, my Diſbelief and 

Diſite; more eſpecially the Way of ſtating 
it in the Creed, commonly called St. Athanaftus's, 
which ſeems to aſcribe u real Perſonality to the Fa- 
ther, the Son, and Holy Ghoſt, together with a nume 
rical or individual Sameneſs of N hors -and an Equality 
full, and perfect. For is it not here expreſly ſaid? 
© There is one PERSON of the Father, another [Px R- 
sow] of the Sen, and another of the Holy 650 E. 
© But the Godhead of the Father, of the og and of 
the Holy Ghoſt is ALL oNz: The Glory EQUAL; | 
the Majeſty 'co-ETERNAL. Such as the Fatber is, 
sven 18 the Son, and svcn is the Holy*Gluſt, vis; 
© Uncreate, Incomprebenſible, Almighty, God and Lana 
And farther on *tis affirmed, * None is afort, br af- 
© ter another; none. is greater or leſs than another; but 
© the whole three Perſons together are CO-ETERNAL. 
and co-2QUaAL.? Likewiſe at the Beginning; We 
© worſhip-:one Cod in Trinity, and Trinity in Unity, 
neither confounding the Perſons, nor dividing the 
6 Subſtance?" So that a ConSUBSTANTIALITY,. or 
(as it is otherwiſe termed) Co-xs$ENTIALITY, 1 
* of three * PEASONS, = 

and Holy Ghoft, appears to be p tau 
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oy Now 1 my Letter 3 Toon Reaſons, why ES 
no longer D THIS Doctrine of the Trinity; and 
afterwards ſuggeſts divers Grounds of a peculiar Dif. 


like that I have to it: Both which I ſhall go over 
again diſtinctly, and would endeavour farther to #luſ. 
_ irate and vindicate. The rather, conſidering how 


much Artifice is uſed, in an Examination of them, 


publiſh'd a while ſinte“, to darken and hide their 
Force, along with great Shew and Oſtentation of Ar- 
gument to invalidate and deſtroy it. And if in the 
preſent Performance I very frequently brin 
tions from other Mens Works, 1 hope that _@ 
the abſolute Needfulneſs of them, or their Pertinen- 
cy at leaſt to the Dae 1 am carrying: ol will plead 


my Excuſe. | 
(by me for not believing 


The firſt Race: af a 
the Doctrine of the Trinity, as ſtated in the Athana- 
an Creed, is this: That I apprehend the 
(thus tated) not to be delivered; in ſacred Writ: Or, 
do keep to the Words of my Letter, becauſe no ſuch 
Propofitions (as thoſe ere the Creed lays it down, 
for of what Propoſitions elſe can I be fairly under- 
ſtood to ſpeak ? No ſuch Propoſitions) are to be met 
with in the Scriptures, - This, if true, I imagined 
would paſs z amy Proteſtants *; antl all by 
whom the Authority * rfection of Seripture- -19 
acknowledged, not —— for a good ſubſtantial Rea · 
ſon, - but the very 3% that could be rendered. For 
the Doctrine of the Trinity i is indiſp putably a Doctrine 
* we men au e only. Foam. . 


Gant ee CoM 
25 . roller t to eee e. Nene Dienst 
under pt the Care of Mr. Barker; pi 


: * 
8 | take it for 1 in a Protefiant Country, that Seri 
ad is the only, Standard of all neceſſary reyealed Truth : Neither 
mim che _ Inſtance (wjz. what he is conſidering, che Article 
of the is there any Room for'a , Faith. 
beſides that the Fathers and-ancient Writers ground'their Ex- 
E 85 of the Trinity wholly upon Scripture, I cannot conceive 
the Subject is capable of a plainer Revelation, as I 8 en- 
deayqur to ſhew more fully in the following Diſcourſe.” Sm 


| 1 TO RE MO AGED 3. 


3 a n a 4 


3: 


of- Conſ2 equence, the 8 6 to regulaty 
and adjuſt & all our Notions and Expreſſions about its 

ought to he the Writing, or Waitings, | wherein the | 
Revelation is made, 1. 6. the holy A And 
if here then we have no ſuch! Propoſitions a8 the 
Creed contains; that is to ſay, neither the Game. in ſo 
many Words, nor others in Terms and Fhraſes equi- 
valent (for ſuch certainly includes both) however * 
Reaſon may be ſneer'd at*, the Validity of it will 
* Whatſoever is not read in = nor may 


proved thereby, is not any. Man that 
it 1 could be believed as an Arti roof "Faith. Arti> 
cles of the Church of England, No. 6, 42 


Ay, But is not this Propoſition, Tus THREB. 
ARE ONE, to be found in Scripture? Is. not thete tos 
the Form of Baptiſm, and the Form of Ri; And 
many ot bers to the ſame PurpoK are literally written 
in the Word of Gd. 13 ain G0 20008 

As to che de f chen Tartan Tree, vin. 
Father, Word, and Holy Ghoſt, to be One, Lan- 
ſwer: That allowing the Genuinene/s of the Text | 
(which yet, to all verſed. in the Tinitarian NG 
verſy, is well known to have been ſtrongly conteſted, 
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and brought into Doubt; but if we allow the Text 


to be genuine) why muſt it be interpreted of Unity in 
Nature and Eſence, a numerical Unity, and Samene/s 
or Equality of Godhead ?. The Apoſtle is here mani- 


27 ſpea ing of the. e a "RP 1 
= 4 - 91 T6; < 3210 eo © ONE» Is giving 
A Aer 2 p. Fd 413 DOWNS: 


* Poſtſcrip t, þ 45 

"TRY e Ceed. Trad, 5. 308, Hi" ve Age 7. 
33. Dr. e .Commentazy on 40 Texts, p. 205 | | 
5. 316. Anfwer to Halli, p. 40, in which laſt the Dc; aflureshis' 
Reader, The whole Text is wanting in all the N . 
in all Languages, and that it does not with any Certainty ap 
to have been ever found fo much as in any one MSS, Copy of 
Greek that is, or ever was, in the World, but; ſeems Berne 
have been firſt added in the Greek, even uſter the Invention o 
Printing : That in the firſt Eagizs Bibles after the Reforma»: = 
tion, in the Time of my VIII. and AAuͥ MI. it was printed: = 
in a different Character, to ſignify — anting in che 9 
nal. Which Diſtinction came af | | 


161 


giving Teſtimony to 2 particular Truth, un 3 


great fundamental Truth of Chriſtian Reli . W 


tioned juſt before, Feſus's being the Me lah, or So 


God. And when He ſays they are One, may we not 


underſtand him as deſigning to declare, that they are 
one under that Viet and Confideration” of them, or 


that they unite and agree in the ſame Teſtimony 2 : 


This is the moſt natural and obvious Senſe of the 
Words, beſt ſuiting with the Scope of the Apoſtle in 
the Context, and entirely agreeable” to the N e of the 

Phraſe elſewhere in the New Teſtament *. No Won- 


der therefore it ſhould be admitted and approved by 


many Divines, eſteemed orthodox both amongſt Lu- 


therans and Calviniſts. Mr. Calvin himſelf is for this 


Senſe, acknowledging that the Apoſtle's Aſſertion re- 
fers not to Eſſence, but rather Conſent. Ad Eſentiam 
non refertur, ſed ad Conſenſum potius.] And tis paſt 


Doubt with him, that Father, Word, and Spirit, are 


ſaid to be one in the /ame Senſe, as afterwards the Blood, 
the Water, and the Spirit. Nonnulli Codices ha- 


© bent eit is, Verum etiamſi legas i dew, ut eſt 


in aliis Exemplaribus, non tamen dubium eſt quin 
<. Pater, —_ & Spiritus, eodem ſenſu * 
_ unum eſſe, uo poſtea Sanguis, & Au, = MR 
<'tus.* Calv. i „ locum. 
As to the Form of Baptiſm, Math. xvii 19. 
G teach all Nations, baptizing them in the Name, 


or into the Name [es 18 ovoua] of the Father, the 


Son, and the Holy Ghoft ; what is there declared here 
concerning the eſſential Unity of the Sacred Three; 
their having a Sameneſs of Godhead belonging to them ; 
or being con/ubſtantial and co-equal ? Not a Word of 


this can be pretended. to be explicitly-affirmed. But 


; = not ck e ee to * 
A furily 


* conſiders. the kf other Plies of the 52 85 


in which 


toll 


faily implied ? Seeing the Form names the Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt, in Conjunttion with the Father, without 
any Note or Hint of Inferiority; and alſo requires 
Men to be baptized into their Name, as much as Hr. 
I anſwer, if the bare naming of them Zopether, will 
infer .their Unity and 2 as to Godhead; why 
ſhould not the Apoſtle's naming the cles Angels, 
and joining them with God the Father, and the 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, infer the like ? As in Late ix. 26, 
The Son of Man ſhall come in his own Glory [lite- 
rally in the Glory of himſelf, iv rn dN als] 1 of 
the Father, and of the holy Angels. 1'Tim. v. 21. 
charge thee before God, od the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
and the ele& Angels, "Them: whereas tis pleaded, 
that we have no Note of any Inferiority or Inequality 
in the Form of Baptiſm, not the leaſt [Poſt. p. 20. 
This, I think, is effectually diſprov'd from the Intro- 
duftion to the Sen which immediately pre- 
cedes: Ver. 18. Jeſus came and ſpake to his Diſci- 
ples, ſaying: All Power is given to me in Heaven 
and in Earth; Go ye therefore and teach all Nations, 
baptizing them, Sc. Is not here a plain Intimation 
of an Inferiority in the Perſon ſtiled the Sen, in that 
he founds the Commiſſion given by him to his Diſ- 
ciples, upon a Power or Authority [IE,] delegated 
to him from the Father? And though tis ſtill 
farther urged, that the Form gs r into 
the Name of the Sacred Trinity ou 
Difference; as much into the N. Nan of the Son, * 
Holy Ghoſt, as the Father Himſelf: This, how plauſi- 
ble an Argument ſoeyer it may appear at firſt View, to 


prove the Thing for which it is brought, when it 


comes to be tried, will be found weak-and inconclu- 
ſive: Becauſe baptizing People in, or into, the Name 
of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, may poſlibly 
mean (as Archbiſhop Tillotſon 0 mend, them 
by that Rits- or Certimaty into t . | 
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what it was they 


1 — — —'a — 
— A 0 
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upon their Profeſſion of the neceſſary Delirines it EN m 


eoncerning the Father, Son, and Holy Get, and 4 th 
en 80 tion and Engagement to live” nccbrdin A 
to thoſe. Unleſs, therefore, the C af 
Hantiality of Father, Son, and Spirit, and their being | Te 
co-equal amongſt themſelves, is taught elſewhere in 5 
the New Teftament (and whether it be really ſo, r WM " 
not, the Reader will be able to judge from the 8e- 0 
& it can't be proved, no not by Inference, from ” 
Text.. We 
As to the Firm of Bleſſing, 2 Cor. xiii. ult. The 0 
Slate of the Lond Jeſus Chriſt, the Love * God, - 
and the Communion, or Communication, of the Hoh W 
Ghoſt be with you, Amen: Here is as little declat 
I mean in expreſs Words, of the Conſubſtantiality or _ 
Co-equality of the Sacred Three, as in the foregoing WW 4 
Form of Baptiſm; nor do 1 ſee how it can be jultly 1 
drawn out from this Text any more than that. We iy 
have here indeed one of thoſe numerous Texts which g | 
will ere long come under our Conſideration, Wwheren WW . 
the Name God is taken abſolutely and meant of the 1 
FaTHER, as the learned Biſhop. Peanſon obſerves and 15 
allows. Pearſon on the Creed, 15 n 57 
With reſpect to the many more Texts that the Ad. 10 
thor of the Poſtſcript ſpeaks of, as teaching the Abo- * 
naſ an Doctrine, he the Son and Spirit are confubſtan- = l 


tial and co- equal with the Father, twill be Time . . 
9 ee ee Tn the . 


Ca 

: How the Text was 1s univerſally nad in the Primi | "I 

| A little e chere bein 1 4 
Fon 55 unh 


= on ſe that 
ES 12 


and of compa 


| bo i e Sanden 2 ſcholaftick Hy 
- 


EEE n 


"rat 


mean while * me alk, if there was any ſingle Text 
throughout the whole Scripture which did in the I 
nion of this anonymous Author teach ſuch Do 


after a plainer Manner, or in more ſtrong ſignifi L = | 
7 erms, than the three Paſſages alrea y enquired. into, 


is it to be thought he would not have obliged us 
with the Citation of it? — So that from hence a Judg- 
ment may be formed, whether the Un/cripturalneſs 5 
the ſaid Doctrine be not juſtly 3 as ane ſolid 
weighty Reaſon for diſbelievin | 

But my Letter goes on, anc 'alledges*anocher Rea- 
ſon for this, carrying ſtill more Weight and Force, 


Way above-mention'd) is anti-ſcri 95881 or repug- 


as not delivered therein. For though what I i imme- 
diately ſubjoin to the Words oted. before, is not 
thus expreſſed indeed, this is clearly the Amount of 
all that follows In tile Remainder 12 the Paragraph. 
No ſuch Propoſitions Are to be met with in Seri 
© ture, —— On the conTRARY,, to us, ſays * he 


* whom are all Things, and we for him; even as to 
us there is one Lonxb Jeſus Chriſt,” by whom are 
Hall Things, and we by him. 86 (on the contrary 

in another Place” tis Merten by Sk. Paul, That thi 
© is one Spirit, one Lord, ps one Gall and Father 
« of all, who is" above all, and through all, and in ds 


all, Epkeſ. iy. 5, 6, 7. The Father'too [I 4 —4 


is in ſome _— 'of Places ſtiled God ab/olutz 


" Titles ib ‚ os And to make the Son and A 
e rit equal wit Him, is inconiſi tent with the ty 

* rous Texts which affirm Nth of. 
„ron Hm, and to dc its all Thik 
Hon, Avthotity,' aud WINS" I hay 
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viz, that the Doctrine of the Trinity (ſtated in the 


nant to, and irreconcilable with, ſacred Writ, as well 


© Apoſtle, There is one God, viz. the Fa rRHEA, of - 


and by Way minence, and with” peculiar bigh 


y thus to lay before the Reader * BTR i the | 
0 in che A- 
5. N . n ſe ' ch peter . 
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one View : And 22 2 5 . are gone ove 
*twill a } that no more 3 
Ihe dar war 8 8 980 Wy make hey 
Paſſage of Scripture which J cite as f IO, to 11 
Be is 750 noted Declaration of yo. Paul, 1 Cor. 
viii. 6. To us there is one God, the Father, of whom 
are all Things, &c. For the right Underſtanding 
of this Paſſige. the two preceding Verſes N to be 
looked into ; where he ſays, An Idol is nothing * 
the World, and there is none other God but on; 
8 etéc Migos ei un eis; none other but one is 
od.] For though there be that are called Go 
whether in Heaven or in Farb, as there be Gods 
many, and Lords many: Yet, or but, to us there is 
one God the Father, [or to us one is God, even the 
Father] of whom are all Things, and we in him: 
And one Lord Jeſus Chriſt, by whom are all Things, 
and we by him. In theſe Words then, the. Apoſtle 
is evidently. inſtructing Chriſtians whom they are 2 
regard as the one (true ſupreme) God, in Oppol 
tion to the many, fictitious ſovereign. cities of 
"Heathen. And for this Purpoſe he. not only de- 
Cares. him by Name to be the Ty Feng but ex 
teſly contradi iftin viſpes him from Feſus Chriſt our Lord. 
Tis he adds likewiſe a deſcriptive e Title and Cha- 
Tacter of Him.” which i is appropreate ta Him, and un- 
capable of being applied to any, elſe. To. us Chriſtians 
is one God, the. 7 of hom, L s] from 
hom are all Thin 'S 3- -and we for, or, in him. The 
Tearned Mr, Made hath, in my. Opinion, excellently 
phrag'd t pal Words, AS follows.. -+;Tho'. there 


4441 


Ne ſays. he) i. 75 many celeſtial ſovereign 
ties: ATT ards many, i. e. ma 


132 na 38 | " Baalims, . Lords 
Prei lents of eaft] Thin yet to us 
bi VS 5 but one Sover in| 1 the Father, 
"of whom areal T ngs,.and WE. leit len, as it 15 n 


the Greek] to 2 28 80 > whom, "AS {v1 preme, We ark 
> to. W 0025 our Serr Us 5 e Jeſus 


L 1 11 ; > 
© and Dæmon Mediators, by whom ae all Things, 
© which come from the Father us. ug, and . thro”: 
« whom alone we find Acceſs to him. The Allufion,: | 
« methinks, is paſſing elegant, and fuch. as cannot be 
* duly underſtood without this Diſtanction of ſuperior 
* and inferior Deities in the Divinity of the Gentiles; 
they having a Plxrality in both Sorts, and we but one 
© in each, as our Apoſtle affirmeth. Medes Diſcourſe 
on 2 Pet. ii. 1. And now I leave the Reader to 
judge, whether I might not warrantably, enough in- 
ſert, after the Word, God, 'in this Text, the Contrac- 
tion of videlicet; and what a Diſpoſition to cavil and' 
find Fault it ſhews | in a Writer Who ſhall complain of 
my ſo doing, and repreſent _it as meant to eke out*. 
Eſpecially ſeeing how often the Particle zal, equivalent | 
ſurely to iz, 18 put between Ococ. and rh, 1. e. 
Even is put between God and Father. Rom, xvi. 6. 
With one Mind, and one Mouth, to glorify God, 
even the Father. 2 Cor. i. 3. Bleſſed be God, even 
the Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, Sc. "Chap. . 
31. The God and Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt 
knoweth [Gr. 8 eos Lan 2] . 
The next Text to which — 5a before-ſtated alin ” 
Jan Doctrine is affirmed to be repugnant, is, Epbeſt 
w. 3, 6, 7. Where we are told, that there is one £ 
rit, one Lord, and one God ab Father. f all , who ; 
s above all, and through all, and in us all. In what 
expreſs Terms, and by what peculiar Characters, is 
7%, even the Farüz R, Ga iſhed: from the n 
. in the — 
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dot add vi. 8. ekes it 2 85 
* 9 N ad 8 Hr baBol” | 
5 Hane Adsley, Father of, We Unive | E114 v1. F 81 *% x + a0.” -> $8 
The Reader will have..a fu night zue the getiuins Senfs, 
f this, as well as the fo: ) nd be conyinced of the b 


Repugnancy of dhe” 


tail. 


My Letter Sa with alledgi ing, as a 3 
Proof of the ontrariety of the Fata Athan ca 
Doctrine to Scri pture, * the Father is, in 
bundreds of Places, ſtiled God abſalutely, OT bo 
Way of Eminence, and with e high Titles an 
Attributes, p. 6. For the Truth of this Aﬀertion, 1 
refer the Reader to a Collection of theſe Texts actually 
made by Dr. Clarke, and to be ſeen in his Scripture 
Doctrine of the Trinity, Chap. i. Sect. 1, 2, 3. The 
two former Sections recite the Paſſages wherein the 
Father is ſtiled the one God, and God abſolutely by way 
of Eminence, the Number of which is 300, and up- 
wards *, And the third Section contains the Paſſages 


wherein he is ſtiled God, with ſome alen bk high 
Titles, Attributes, or Epithets, whic * a to 


about 100*. Wherefore the Truth of my 
cannot be gainſaid: And if ſo, *tis left Hog =_ 
l Reader to judge, Whether there _ not be 


| 1 if he confuliy (as I * with YR to do) Dr. Clerks In 
his Reply to Nelſon, p. 68, 94, Obſervrtions on Waterland's 
ſecond” Defence, þ. 10, . odeſt Plea, p. 239. Tackfn's 
2097 (Pref. p. 14.) 29, 142, 156. 425, 429, 438, 461. Chriſtian 
Liberty aſſerted, p. 6, 42, 44. Memoirs of the Life and Writings 
of Dr. Vaterland, p. 70, 71, 72. Collection Queries, ries, p. 109. 
Sober 1 977515 y towards Demonſtration of the Trini- 
| LL 127. Chubl's Tracts, 77 9. Whithy's laſt Thoughts, p. 777 
Concerning this the Doctor "obſerves, Reply to Nehen, p. 7. ! 
a Matter of Fact that ſhews itſelf in full Light to ev Man' 
own Eyes, at the firſt Sight. Accordingly too, Bp. Pearſer freely 
328 þ- 40. e the Name of God taken abſelueh, is often in 
e Scripture ſpoken of the Father. The like Conceſſion is made 
By Pr. Vaterland, zd Defence, p. 54. And even Mr. Anonymon: 
83 eny, that = ner is een called God in 
many: hundreds of Places 
e more notable of theſs Titles, Se. are, Rr of Heaven 
and Earth, Matth. xi. 25, 8s, Supreme, or Moſt High, Mark 
v. Luke i. 32, 35, 70. Cha "I viii. 28. Heb. vii. 1. The inviſible 
God i. 1 ap, vi. 46. Coke. i. 15. The God of Avaben, 
„ Mfr ili. 13. God only wiſe, Rom. xvi. 27. The 
fied and only — King of Kings, and Lord of Lords, 1 
"Tu, vi. 5 The true God 11 20. Yea the on true 


ig; The Lord Almighty, f 


ſupreme over all, yr 


2 God' of Chriſt, br XX..1 Epbe J. 18; 
2 7. The The Head of Gn, er 18 * 


Ine 
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a certain Superiority. i in the Father, or ſome ſuch. Pres — 


eminence belonging to him, as is.incon/iftent with that 


full Equality between the Son, and Spirit, and Him, 
which is taught by the Athanafian Creed, and other | 


Writers, whoſe Sentiments. agree with it. 
I know. that OljeZions to this (how ſeemingly clue 
ſoever) are raiſed by the Author of Remarks on Dr. 
Clarke's Seript. Doct. p. 14, 23, 945 95. To each of 
which Objections the Doctor has given ſatisfactory 
Replies, in his Anſwer to that Author, p. 231, 236, 
276, 277, 278. And to the chief and grand Ob- 


jection of all, namely, that the Word God, when 


mentioned abſolutely, | is applied to the Son in Scrip- 
ture, as well as to the Father (which is much what 
the ſame as Mr. Anonymous urges,) he, in particu- 
lar, thus replies; Anſwer, p. 279. There are, in 
c all, thirteen Texts, wherein the Word God has been 
; thought by ſome to fignify the Son; ¶ Matth. i. 23. 
© Luke 1. 16 Jobn i. 1. x. 33. Chap. xx. 28. Ads xx. 
28. Rom. ix. 5. 1 Tim. ili. 6. Titus ii. 13. Heb, i. 
*8. 2 Pet. i. 1. 1 John iii. 16. Chap. v. 20.] In fve 
* of which Texts Tas. Luke i. 16. Titus ii. 13. 2 Pet, 
© i. 1. 1 Jobn iii. 16. and 1 Fobn v. 20.] it certainly 
fi :onifie not the Son, but the Father. Six of them, 
* [viz, Mattb. i. 23. Jabn x. 33. Chap. xx. 28. Alls 
xx. 28, Rom. ix. 5. and 1 Tim. iii. 16, are juſtly con- 
* tefted as ambiguous: That is to fay, either it is ambi- 

* guous, whether the Word Steg was originally in the 
Text at all; as As xx. 28. Rom. ix. 5. 1 Tim. iii. 
© 16. Or elſe it is ambiguous; whether it refers to the 
« Father, or to the Sen; And if it refers to the Son, 

* yet it is then clearly underſtood in a Senſe different 
from what this learned Author ſuppoſes, as in the 
three laſt cited Texts, and in Matth. i. 23. Jobn x. 

* 33. and John xx. 28. The two remaining Texts 


. [Zobn i. 1. Heb. i. 8.] wherein the Son is clearly ſtiled 


Goc N oe 0 eee Times: no- leſs 
3 clearly 


: Poſt. 5, 4. Yet the Son! Places, 
A as * my nin many och , — Ga 
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© clearly diſtinguiſh him from 5 ©, the God TE * 


© he th: whom he came from, and who is ſtiled 


is Gop, anointing him, Sc. which Diſtinction is 


< alſo no leſs evident in every one of the conteſted 
Texts, ſuppoſing the Reading of them to be true, 


Land the Sen to be there ſpoken of: As may be ſeen, 


in Nor zs upon each of the Texts themſelves; both in 


Ml the foregoing * and in my Script. Doctrine 


_© Well; but the Name Jrnovan is always uſed ab- 


& ſolutely ; ; is religiouſly and conſtantly a rated to 
<Gop Mosr Hicn; and more eſpecially frgnifies his 


© neceſſary Exiſtence, 7 ndependence, eternal and unchange- 


© able Eſſence : But each of the Bleſſed Three are called 
© Jehovah in a great Number of Texts“, Anon. p. 4. 


F anſwer that, without ſtaying to debate the Matter 


with him of the moſt proper, or ſpecial Signtfication 
of the Name Jehovah (for which the Reader will yet 


ſe there is Room, if he peruſes the firſt of the three 


Letters to Dr. Clarke from a Clergyman, P. 9, 10, 11. 


Modeſt Plea, p. 22, 23, 163, 221, 274. Collection 
Queries, p. 19, 20. and Biſhop Hare's Prolegomena in 


Nn p. 1 Jo 14, 15.) deny that this Name is 
Sven 


e ee ons an Texts, dhe 


Reader will find other Comments and Strictures/on moſt of Ar 


that I crave Leave to recommend to his Peruſal. As, on 


1. Mr. Emlyn's Tracts, p. 3 O, & eg. Jeeben Reply, 5. 2 47 


46, 47, 178, 181. Nadel Plea, 5. 2 7 


45, 
peal, p. 114, & ſeg. Chubb's Tradts, Lay Worn De. 


monſiration, Oc. p. 135, & ſeg; Sober — charitable Diſquiſi- 
tion concern the Importance of the Doct. of the Trinity, p. 


os 8 Chubb, p. 23. Collect. Queries, 
3s SE 8 2 Modeſt Fi 3. = On 22 28. 
eh p. 206, 563 e On Rom. ix. 5." So- 


ber Appeal, p. 9 2 Nr þ 13, * Eſſay, p. 147. 


Chriſtian er e „ P. 93, & ½. Dr. With 's laſt 


Thoughts, p. 79, 80, On. 1 Si m. iii. 16. Modeſt Plea, þ. 58. 


2 28 On Titzs ii. 13. Sober Appeal, 5. 60, 91. On Heb. i. $; 
o. Jac * Chubb, pi 15, 17. 
4 * 9 Ely, + Reply, hriſtian . aſſerted, 7 


265 U 5 "Dience of M r Her 1 Queries, þ Jo. 4. Sober Bit. 
Appeal, 5. n 


N „b. 64; & eq. On * Jobs ili. 16. 
1 John v. 20. ef . hl, p. 43% 
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given to. each of the Sacred Three, in many, ot 4 
great Number of Texts: So far from it, that 1 deſire 
a Angle Text may be brought wherein the Name is 
clearly and expreſh given to the Holy Spirit. This 
Author produces no fuch Text, neither here ; no, nor 
afterwards, when he comes to lay down what he 
takes to be the Scripture Doctrine of the Spirit. And 
though he is pleas d to refer to atbers who have done 
it for him, and that (as it ſeem, by his Way of 
talking) largely and abundantiy , vz. Dr. Owen, Dr. 
Calamy, and Dr. Watts; yet I meet with but faus of 
ſuch Texts, or five at the moſt, pretended to be.cited 
by theſe Authors, ( Va. vi. 3, 9. Exod. xvii. 7, NRiv. 

34. Deut. xxxii. 12. Pſalm; xcv. 3. And as they 
attempt not to ſhew. that the nt Ghoſt; is called 
Jehovah in any ene of the ſaid Texts, but by the 
Help of Dedutian and Inference: S0 all the Proof 
they have offered of that Kind;] is, in my humble O- 
pinion, defective and weak The range, I believe, 
muſt be allowed to be what. ariſes from 1/az ab vi. and 
Acks xxvũi. compared. And the Force of that ſeems 
to be, in a, great Meakure, felgen .off by Dr. Clarke, 
not to ſay quite enervated. Eſaias (as he obſerves) 
by the Reyelation of the Holy Ghoſt, ſaw Gop 
* ſitting on the Throne of his Glory, and heard 
Him, ſaying, Go, * „Thus St. * in the 
© pocalypſe,, being in he Spirit, Rev, i. 10. ſaw Cod 


0 neger his Wange 1 Sink. in his 
Glory. And 


[Rev. 10 
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125) 
* becauſe God always ſpeaks 
< Infpiration of his Holy Spirit: And 8 * f 
© ſpoken by the Holy Ghoſt, may no lefs J 
be ſaid to be ſſ oken by God, becauſe tis ff en 
the Prophet, by that Spirit which God has g 


„them. Aprecable to the Obſervation of one © * 


Ancients, Juſtin Martyr; when, in the Writings of 
the 2 (ſays he) you find a Perſon introduced 


« ſpeaking, do not then think that che Things ae 


ſpoken by the inſpired Perſons themſelves, vu by 
the divine Word, Iche prophetick Spirit he calls 


< preſently after] which moves them. For ſometimes 


it [vi2. the ewe Spirit] directly foretels Things 
to come; ſometimes it ſpeaks as in the Perſon of 


God, the Supreme Lord and Father of all; and 


© ſometimes it ſ s as in the Perſon of Chriſt. Px. 
Clurte's Script. Doct. p. 206. Reply to Nelſen, p. 
2182, 186.” The Reader may 8 alſo” Defence of 
Peiret's Queries towards the Beginning; Modeſt Plea, 
p. 310; and Sober Appeal, p. 129, 130. 
A s for the Son's being called by the Name Jehovah, 
I don't offer to deny, or call-it in Queſtion. He elea 
appears to me to be ſo in ſeveral Places of the Old Tet- 
tament, though whether in ſo great a Number as Mr. 


Anonymous hints at, I cat ſay, becauſe he has not ſet, 
them down. But then, this will by no Means, monk, 


furniſh us with a convictive, unanſwerable Proof 
What it is alledged 
very ſame Eſſence as the Father, or being individually 
ran lißfanial with Him, and "equal to Him in 
divine Perfections. For we are at Li 
and there is enough to induce us ſo to do, that the 
Name Fehovah may be gi 
count” of his Nr chovah, even Goll rhe Fi. 


bod Bens in his Name and d, or 
50 er and Repreſentative. We find; in 
the Old Teſtament, inferiar created 

fake Pic of the Perſon: of God, a gliver 


hives, CO IO MOOT Te 
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to bid Prophets wk | 


for, namely, the Sons having the 


berty to "ſuppoſe, | 
to the Son, Ac- 
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gelck A ppeatante chat We Ko, bs (if 1 mender 
neh) that to Motors tho her fl fleeing from the Face 
of her Miſtreſs, Which eis telates in Gen. xvi.” 

& ſeq. And after the Angel had'enjoined her, inſte 4 
of Paton Rer Joumey to Egypt, to go back and 
fubmit hetfelf to her Mfſtrefs, he begins to fpeak in 
the Name and Perſon of tie Lord, fa faying to her 
thus: I will multiply thy Seed Haney: that it 

ſhall not be nutnber'd for Multitgde, Sc. Here is 
Meſſage plainly deliyer'd to het by the Angel, 40 i 
God's Sthed © s n ſhe ſeems to have put no otlier 
on on upon it: Whertfore, tis fad; ſhe called 
ame of the Lord that ſpake unto her, viz; by 

15 Angel, thou God ſeeſt me. 80 Gen. xxl. 1% 19. 
God heard the Voice of the Lad, 7. e. of Hagar s 
Son Jſmigel, crying; and the Angel of God called to 
her from Heaven, and ſaid; What aileth thee, Ha. 
gar? Fear not, for God hath' heard the Voice of the 
Lad where he is. Ariſe, lift up the Lad, and hold 
him in thine Hand, for I will make him a great Nation. 
Again, Cen. 'xxli. 11, 12. The Angel of the Lord 
[Jehovah] called to Abraham out of Heaven, and 
aid ——Lay not thine Hand upon the Lad, neither 
do thou any Thing © unto him, for now 1 know 
that thou feareſt God, ſeeing thou haſt not withs' 
held thine only Son from Me. And Verſes 15, 16. 
The Angel of the Lord, we ate told, called unto him 
out of Heaven the ſecond Time, and ſaid : By myſelf 
have I ſworn, faith the Lord [ſaith Jehovah] for be- 
cauſe thou haft done this Thing, in bleſſing I will 
bleſs thee, Sc. The Words are not the Angel's own," 
but Cass; He Er evidently by Commiſſion here, ' 
declaring enger, what Jehovah ſaid. Thus 
we bf an' Angef's co 2 "ep om 1 to 
Bochirs, and uſing füch a Godelite Style; — | 

Km uſer he Ae Maier ne if Gol imfelf 
onally ſpoke, Judges ii. 1. J made you to g0 up 
out of E — and have brought you unto the Lane 
when ware „ am {© fad I will. 


never 
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never break my Covenant ih you, c. 80 the 
Lord [ Jehovah] is ſaid to put a Word in Balagm's 
Mouth, even then when juſt before we read that God 
met him, Numb. xxiii. 4, 5. where it is moſt probable 
by God to underſtand the Angel, mentioned C 


xXii, 35. whom the Lord employed to deliver us 


Mind unto him *. Other Inſtances to the ſame Pur- 


. poſe, if the Reader defires them, are to be found i Far 


Dr. Bennet's Diſcourſe on — Trini N „P. 56, 57. And 
the Doctor tells us he is perſi at the Reaſon 


why the Angels are fo often Riled DNR 5 Elobim) in 


Scripture, is, becauſe they perſonated the Divine Ma- 
55 0 and ſo frequently tran Matters in his Name, 

Nay, *tis DH obſervable (ſays the Doc- 
tor) 8 even Men have delivered Charges from _ 
in ſuch Words as God himſelf would — Jay 1 | 
he ſpoken perſonally. Ex. gr. We read f Moſes, 
that he gave Joſbua, the Son of Nun, a Charge, run- 
ning thus: Be ſtrong, and of good Courage, for 
thou ſhalt bring the Children of Jrael into the Land 
which 7 ſwore unto. them, and J will be with thee, 
Deut. xxxi. 23. And Jeremy is commanded: to ſay to 
the Jer (without any Preface of thus faith the Lord, 
or the like) theſe very Words: As ye have forſaken 
me, and ſerved ſtrange Gods in your Land fo ſhall 
ye ſerve Strangers in : Land that is not yours, Jer. 
v. 19. An Inftance of the ſame Kind, but clearer 
Kill, is that in Judges, if we underſtand by the 
Angel there, as Sen noted Expoſitors do, a "Mar 
who was a Meſſenger, or Prophet, of the Lord, liv- 
ing at Gilgal. The Margin renders the 


[Mala] by Meſſenger, and the Fews. take him to 
have been Phinebas, It might farther be obſerv- 


ed, that being in the Tabernacle before the Art. 
which was the ancient Symbol or Emblem of Jeho- 
ed by . befo wa . 


bo 


. rank: Appendix his rente ga r. * 
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yah a. "a and (as the * of the Modeſt Plea 
remarks, p. 164.) even when the Repreſentative of 
God was 4 falſe and forbidden one, — in the In- 
ſtance of the Golden Calf, yet the Expreflion is, En | 
morrow is a Feaſt to the Lord ; m7 0, to, or 
Jehovah, Exod. xxxii. 2 0 4 


Is it not then a very ſuppoſable Caſe, that the 


Name Jebovab ſhould be appel to, or aſſumed by, 


one who was the Repreſentative and Meſſenger of Je Je 
hovah, . with a gloriows Pre-eminence above any elſe 

and that becauſe of his being ſuch : J mean the pro- 
miſed Meſſias or our Lord Jeſus Chrift? He is the Au- 
gel, concerning whom, (when the Lord God declares 


to the Iſraelites he would ſend bim before them as 
their Protector and Guide) the high and peculiar Ex- 


preſſion is fed, My Name is in him, Exod. xxiii. 20, 
22, 23. He is alſo called the Face, or Preſence, Exod. 
xXXiii. 14. And the Angel of God's Preſence, Ifa. 
xui. 9. Likewiſe the Angel or Meſſenger of the Co- 


venant, Mal. iii. 2. Surely then, if other Meſſen 


of God ſpeak as though they were Jehovah, — . 
ron might HE ſpeak — z and be alſo 2 
ken 0,1 - | 
"© for the Objection, that the Sts aſſerts the 
Name Fehovab to be incommunicable, [P/aim bexxiti. 
18. Ja. xlii. 8. xlv. 5.] a large and full Reply (I 
think) is made hereto, by the Author of the Sober 
Appeal, p. 71, & ſeq. And this Author 
ly examines the ſeveral Places in the Old Teſtament; 
where the Name Jebovab is aſcribed to Chrift, ¶ Ja. 


vi. beginning. Chap. xlv. 24. Fer. xxw. 6, Sc.] Af. 


ter having done which, he writes thus, p. 89. * We 


by have now gone through all that our Author hath 


produced for making good his firſt Inſtance of a 
Nautz pere e een aſcribed to Chriſt, 

C 2 ap na © And, 
« 2 Lam, vii. 18. Dauid the King went in, "and hebe the 


LORD, 5. e. He went into the T cle, and took his Seat 
there before the Ark, the * Preſence. Vid, 
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ame. Jebovab ever in the Old Teſtame 
attributed to Chriſt in his own Perſon : It ſhonle 


« | manifeſting Himſelf in Him; or to be given to 
* him (rather I would ſay) as the Repreſentative 
s the Father. We have evidently proved, that this 


# SF Sa >= 


Lg to. nth. what the Saaten of _ 
Meſliah's having the Name Jehovah given to him, 
becauſe of his Perſonating Jehovah, or being his Re- 
greſentative in Tranſactions with Men, is allowable, 
and even neceſſary: Let it be conſidered, that with- 
out this Suppoſition, we cannot ſo well account for 

he Seriptures ſtiling him both Inge. of Target; and 

Jebovab, ſometimes one, and ſometimes the. other, 
21%. and indifferently : Mitbout it, we make 


the Mot High viſibly to appear, and perform a mi- A 
niſterial — to act in the Quality or Capacity of an V 
Angel; which even to imagine, the Ancients did not 1 
Joe. to | pronounce equally impicus and abjurd*. | 
+ and %, it (as is ſtrongly argued in the Fo 
5 P. 274, 276.) we either una) h 
confound be with the Father, or multiply Jeboughs, re 
and ſet up more than one. + If Jebovab (ſays the 8• 
5 learned Author) or 5 d, be not the Name of a ar 
* Nature or Subſtance, hut the Name of HIM, [of 2 
* the Perſon} whoſe that Nature or Subſtance is; and N 
if that He be God the Father, (as it muſt needs be, th 
* if the Father was at all the God of the Jews i] and 80 
if the Word He cannot fignify more Perſons than 2. 
F one, At one and the ſame Time; it follows yer 34 
8 14155 AF th 

ie Oble atic WR Dr, Pandands be from Dat M. fy 
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* rily and evidently, that 2 be Fe- 
bovab, or s du (ny otherwiſe than as being the Ne- 

« preſentative of the inviſible Father) is affirming: 
ther that he is the Farber himſelf, or elſe that there 

is more than one Jabovab, or 6 wv. Nor does the 
ſuppoſing him to be anſubſtantial, make any Dif-. 
0 3 at all in this Caſe, For he who is canſub- 
8 * fantial with Zehovab, is not conſequently the Febo- 

dab with whom he is conſuhſtantial: But if he ig 
ſtiled Jebovab at all, he is either ſo ſtiled upon 
Account of his being his Repreſentative; or elſe all 
that can follow from the Suppoſition of Canſlub- 
0 fantiality 1 is, that there will ben two Fehovahs [two 
* of ovles] in one Subſtance. | Maſt erroneous, there- 
; * fore, is your Aſſertion, that the Son is himſelf 8ay, 

* as being con/ubPential-with the Father. For bang 
$ * conſubſtamtiat. with Him, wha 1 is , will no more 
* make him to be himſelf ò d than being conſub- 
ſtantial with the Father, will N be bim 
elf the Faber. Our Readers, not w qurſchwes, 
muſt judge of this Reaſoning 3; but, to the beſt! of 

my Apprehenfion, it is perfeff Devionſtration. © See 
alſo upon this Head, of : Chriſt's being called Julo 

veb, Dr. Clarke's Reply: to Negſon, p. 167, 162, 163, 
164. And a Confut. o Mr. Moaete's gth Prep. p. 34. 
My Letter has offered til into Fecal l ah Im 
conſiſtence and Irrecancilableneſs between the 4ibana- 
han Doctrine of the Trinity, and chat af Scripture, 
reſulting froni the numerous Texts, which affirm the 
Sen and Spirit to be bath of them ram the Fatber, 
and to act in all Things by his Miſſion, Authority, 
and Will, p. 6. That there really are Texts in the 
New Teſtament of ſuch an Import, and not @ few; 
the Collections of them made by Dr. Clarke in his 
Script. Doctrine, will undeniahly ſhew, Part I: Chap. 
2. §. 5. n $3: Likewiſe. Part III. Sections 
He 33, 36, and 40, 41. In: Agreement with which, 

the learned Biſhop Peer/an brings numeraus Teftimo» - 
pigs of F . ang 6 ancient TOY o the * | 
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who have not ſtuck to call God, even the Father, "the 
Origin, the Cauſe, the AutYor, the Root, the Foun- 
tain, and the Head of the Son; or the whole Divini- 
ty. So Biſhop: Bull tells us, That all the Ancients, 
* without Fear, pronounced him Principium, Cauſa, 
Autor Filii; Aexi, Ailla, & *Afltov T8 Gar; 
© the Principle or Spring, the Cauſe, the Author of 
© the Son, the Cauſe of his Being. The ſame 
learned Writer expreſly grants too, That in the Senſe 
of the Ancients, and his own Opinion, © The Son re- 
$: ceiv'd both his Perſon and Deity from the Father, 
s Sect. 4. Chap. 1. F. 7.“ Nay, even Mr. Anonymous 
ſays, We never deny that They, meaning the Son 
< and Spirit, are of and from Him, viz. the Father. 
< Many of us have called him the Fountain of the 
< Trinty, p. 4. Again, The Queſtion is not whether 
the Son be of the Father, and the Spirit from the 
6 = goal and the Son: : Theſe we believe with the 
£ Scripture, p. 3. Again, p. 6. We aſcribe Aſeity, or 
« Self Exiftence to : the þ rſon of the Fade ab 
© He only is of. himſelf unoriginate, and of and from 
no other. The Perſon of the Son is of the Fa- 
* ther, and not of himſelf; and the Holy Gboſt is not 
* of himſelf, but of and from the Father and the 
© Son. Now this ſeems to me utterly irreconcilable 
to the Notion. of the Sacred Three being co-equal 
amongſt themſelves. From hence, F think; we fair- 
ly and neceſſarily collect a certain Superiority in the 
Father, above the Son and Spirit; and a Subordinatim 
in them to him. In general, therefore, (ſays Biſhop 
Pearſon, p. 34.) we. may ſafely obſerve, ** That in 
< the very Name of Father, there is ſomething of 
Eminence, which is not in that of the Son. And 
ſome Kind of Priority we muſt aſcribe unto him 
whom we call the Firſt, in reſpect of him whom 
e term the Second Perſon; and as we can't but 
© aſcribe it, ſo we muſt endeayour to preſerve it. 
We muſt not ſo far involve ourſelves in the 
Hawn zn 6 era Roll ien bun eg 
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« Darknefs of this Myſtery [i. e. the Trinity] as to 


« deny the Glory which is clearly- due unto the Fa- 
ther, whoſe Pre-eminence undeniably conſiſteth in 
« this, that He is God, not of any other, but of 
« Himſelf ; and that there is no other Perſon who is 
« God, but is God of Him. It is no Diminution to 
the Son, to ſay he is from another, for his very 
Name imports as much; but it were a Diminution 
to the Father, to ſpeak ſo of Him: And there 
< muſt be ſome Pre-eminence where there is Place for 
« Derogation. What the Father is, He is from none: 
What the Sone is, He is from the Father. What 
© the Firſt is, He 2 What the Second is, He 
receiveth. The Firſt is a Father indeed, by Reaſon 
* of his Son; but He is not God, by Reaſon of Him. 
* Whereas the Son is not ſo only in Regard” of the 
« Father, but alſo God, by Reaſon of the ſame.“ The 
like Acknowledgment we have from Profeſſor Tur- 
retine, Vol. I. p. 309. * Quædam ynyoyy tribuitur 
* Patri in ſubſiſtendo, quia & quoad ordinem, & 
* quoad originem pracedit Filium & Spiritum Sanc- 
tum, utpote qui nullum habeat, vel ordinis vel ori- 
* ginis principium, ſed a ſeipſo fit; quo ſenſu a Patri- 
bus dicitur Tyyaia @toTnlos, Fons Deitatis.* So Dr. 


Watts tells us, In the Language of the Primitive 
«+ Chriſtians, and in the avowed Declarations of Atha- 


* xafian Writers, Chriſt is denied the Dignity of Self- 
* Exiſtence, and is declared to derive both his real 
* Exiſtence, and his Godhead, his Power, and all his 
Glory from the Father; and that, as the Ancients 
* aſſert, by the Father's Will too; though this Will 
is ſometimes conſtrued into a mere Acquieſcence. 
Now theſe diminutive Characters and Properties 
ſeem a little to diminiſb the Luſtre, and degrade the 
Supreme Dignity of the Godhead of Chriſt. Diſ- 
ſertations, Part II. p. 109 And to me it is ex- 
ceeding clear, that if any one derives his Exiſtence, or 
Eſence, from another, whatſoever the Mode, the Man- 
zer, and Way of the Derivation may be; He *4 
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Vith reſpect to Origina! at leaſt; inferior do that lake: 


Text, John xiv. 28. The Father is grearer than 1. 


Generally. confeſs it to belong to Chriſt in his pe- 
exiſtent Nature, 'before his Incarnation z''and $eean/ 


the Father is the Principle and Origin of the din, 
therefore they ſay He is greater, Idem, p. 73. No 


Doubt if in 757, or any Reſpe& elſe, the Father: is 


greater, or ſupetior to the Son; in the fame Reſpe& 
the Sox is leſs, or inferior to the Fatber. And a 


Akte Author of a large Body of Divinity Dr. Thomas 
Ridgley] was fo very ſenſible of the Force of the 


Argument, for an Iuferiority or Subordinatiun in the 
Som and Spirit, drawn from the Texts which affirm 
the one to be generated, begotten, of the Father z and 
the other to proceed from him; that he takes Occaſion 
to enquire whether there mayn't be another Senſe than 
the common one put upon theſe Texts, leſs" liable to 
Exception, as well as more intelligible, ' And he la- 
bours to ſhew, that they ought to be expounded not 
of Nature, but of Office, Vol. I. p. 125. Dr. Watts 
too ſays, Though it has been an Opinion general- 
< ly: receiv'd, that the Sonſhip of Chriſt belongs to 
© his Divine Nature, ſuppoſing it to be really derived 


© from the Father by eternal Generation, yet the 


« Scripture does no where affirm this Doctrine, but 
tis drawn. only by ſuppoſed Conſequences; and 
there are (adds the Doctor) many zealous Trinita- 


« rians and learned Writers in our Days, who ſuppoſe 


< no Derivation of one Perſon from another in pute 
© Godhead, /eft it infer ſome Inferiority in the Perſon 


derived; and therefore they explain Chriff's Sonſbip 

rather to ſignify. the peculiar Derivation of his Soul 

© and Body from God the Father, or his being con- 
© ſtituted the Meſſiah by the Decree and Appoint- 
ment of God. Diſſertations, Part I. p. 16, 17. 
Again, If the Sonſhip of Chriſt does not belong d 
dis Godhead, even When he is called the S of God, 
© but belongs rather to his Office, as Mediator, or 


[55] 
© to the Derivation of his human Nature, both Soul 
© and Body, from God the Father, in a peculiar and 
extraordinary Way; then, whereſoever he is repre- 
« ſented as a Son (whether as Son of God, or Son of 
Man) ſtill his Sonſhip is an inferior Part of his Cha- 
« racter, and, on this Account, we may expect many 
Things aſſerted or denied — — him, whi 
© cannot properly be aſſerted or denied concerning his 
* ſupreme Nature, or Godhead, which has nothing 
in itſelf ſo much derivative and dependent as ſeems 
to be implied in the Word Son,” p. 42, 43. A- 
in, In eval Texts, there are ſome Expreſſions 
6 "which ſeem to repreſent Him (namely Chrift) even 
© in his pre- exiſtent State, below the Dignity of God- 
© head: As when he is called the Son of God, and 
© ſaid to be begotten of the Father, which ſeems to 
© denote too much Derivation and Dependence for pure 

I take Leave to add ſupreme] Deity ; and, by 
: Conf Equality with the Father. Part If. 

Mr. Sloſs alſo, in his Volume of Sermons on 
the Doctrine of the Trinity, ſays, That to explain 
the Generation of the Son of God, by the Father's 
c communicating to him 2 ence, or his Nature, and 
Perfections, is a Way of ſpeaking, which gives * 
: Handle to the Adverkews\ that 3 it — 4 the De- 
* pendence of the Son on the F ather ; and, indeed, to 
draw it out to all its Conſequences, would degrade 
© Him to the Level of a Creature.——A DERTV'D 
Being, or a Perſon who is not SELF-ORIGINATEDs 
*1s raſh, | in other Words, a dependent Creature. Vid. 
p. 271, 272, 277, 278, & alib. 

As to the Son and Spirit's acting in all Things by 
the Miſſion and Authority of the Father, Mr. Anony- 
nous can by no Means agree to it. This, ſays he, 
is not true, p. 5. for it does not appear, that the 
Son and Spirit acted in the Creation of all Things 
r ' by his Autdoity, or that either of them was ſent, 

or were delegated hereunto.* But what a Number 
of Texts an Dr. Clarke WO in his Sctipture Do- 
; trine | 


See Quotations, to make good what I now aflert, in 
_ Scripture Doctrine, p. 324, & ſeg. And in Chriſtian 
Liberty aſſerted, p. 81, & ſeg. The Author of 
which latter Book undertakes to ſhew, That the 


n i 
trine to prove this, Part II. Sections 35, 36. which 
one can hardly forbear ſuſpecting Mr. 45 has never 
read, er not attended to as he ought. | And this 


| 2 with ſo bright Evidence to the maſt ancient 


ind learned Fathers, that it is their current Doctrine. 


« Ancients, in their Explication of Jab 


| ü Al 
Things were made by. [Gu through] Him, unani⸗ 


© moufly underſtood the Word, or Chriſt, to be the 


miniſterial Agent, who in the Creation of the 


World acted in Subordination and Obedience to the 
Will and Command of the Father.“ Sa in the 
Eſſay towards a Demonſtration of the Scripture Tri- 
nity, the learned Author tells us, This. ſecandary 
oN Fiiciency, or Miniſtration of the Son; to the Father, 
in the Work of Creation, is not only maintained by 
© the Fathers, but argued from the Prepoſition da, 
© which they reckon expreſſive of the To. uzneslinov 75 
« um,” p. 120. Likewiſe Bp. Bull, as cited and tranſlated 
by Dr. Clarke, Script. Doct. g. 332. God commanded, 
© faith he, his Word to make the World, i. e. He 
* wwilled, that the World ſhould be made by his 
Word, the Will of the Word himſelf concurring 

© therein. Again, That the Father, as the chief 1 
© Author, giving his Commands, created all Things | 
© by. his Son executing the Commands and Will of : 
the Father, is ſo far from being Arian, that even 


<© thoſe Catholick Writers who lived after the Counr | 5 
< cil of Nice, and were the moſt earneſt Oppoſers of 3 
© the Arian Hereſy, made no Scruple to. afhrm it Je 
« generally in their Writings.” Nay, Dr. W/aterland m. 
owns, That the general Opinion of the Ancients cen- il -* 
© ter'd in this; that the Father, as Supreme, iſſued 
out Orders for the Creation of the Univerſe, and . 0 
the Son executed them, Firſt Defence, p. 184. 5 
And p. 188. A Man muſt be a very Stranger to the Bl - 1 


[ 27 ] 


4 Ancients, who can make any Queſtion, whether 
© they attributed the Work of Creation to the Son, 
as much as to the Father. They aſcribed it equally 
© to both: Only with this Difference, as before ob- 
« ſerved, that for the greater Majeſty and Dipmnity of 
© the Father, as the firſt Perſon, they ſuppoſed him 
© to iſſue out Orders, or to give His FiaT for the 
© Creation, and the Son to execute“ To which 
may be added what Dr. Vaits obſerves in his 
Book of the Trinity, p. 191. That God the Fa- 
© ther, is repreſented, in Scripture, generally as the 
« Firſt, ot Supreme Agent, but as acting by his Word, 
© or Son, and through his Spirit, and that ſometimes 
© in the Works of Creation and Providence, as well 
© as in the Works of Redemption and Salvation. In 
CREATION, this is ſufficiently evident. Pſalm 
© xxxiit. 2. By the Word of the Lord were the Hea- 
* vens made, and all the Hoſt of them by the Breath 
© [or Spirit] of his Mouth. Epbeſ. iii. 9. God who 
created all Things &y Jeſus Chrift. Heb. i. 2. By 
© whom, 7. e. his Son, he made the Worlds. The 
Spirit alſo hath his Share of Agency herein. Thus, 
© Fob xxvi. 13. By his Spirit he garniſhed the Hea» 
© vens. And his Spirit moved on the Face of the 
Waters, Gen. i. 2 Now if it be 7rue, that the 
Son and Spirit act in all Things (as I have aſſerted) by 
the Miſſion and Will of the Father, this is never to 
be reconciled, 1 humbly conceive, with the Notion 
of their having a perfect full Equality with Him. 
And it is upon ſome Pre-eminence in the Father, as 
Biſhop Prasſen judiciduſly obſerves, p. 36. (viz. the 

Pre-eminence he is ſpeaking of before, the Father's 
being God, not of any other, but of himſelf) that we 
may wor ground the Congruity of the Divine M 
fon. * We often read, that Chriſt was ſent, whence 
„He beats the Name of an Apoſtle, as well as thoſe 
of his Diſciples, who were called by that Name ; 
* becauſe, as the Father ſent Him, ſo ſent He them. 
e 


= 
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< no where read this of the Father: There being .an 
* Authority in that Name, which ſeems. inconſiſtent 


I may here appoſitely enough, I think, introduce 
a very juſt and weighty Remark of Dr. Clarke, Script. 
Do. p. 324. That the Texts which mention 
« Chriſt's being ſent, or given, by the Father, are to 


be underſtood, not of Chriſt, conſidered partially in 
© . his human State, but, of his whole Perſon, in every 


Capacity; which appears (ſays he) from hence: 
That the Spirit, who never was incarnate, is yet no 
© leſs uſually declared to be given or ſent; and that 
© our Lord is not only affirmed to be ſent in the Fleſh, 


but alſo ſent to take our Fleſh upon Him, to 


© take Part of Fleſh and Blood, and to be made Fleſh; 
which can be properly ſpoken only of one, who 
© exiſted before his actual Incarnation. Well: But 
ftill it may be pleaded (I am aware) by Athanafian 
Writers, that the Son and Spirit's being repreſented 
under Characters of Inferiority, and their being faid 
to be delegated from, or to miniſter to the Father, is 


| far from proving their Inequality as to Eſſence : For 


this is to be accounted for, they imagine, by a certi 
Priority and Pofteriority of Order between the Sacred 


Three, with reſpe& to Subſiſtence: And eſpecially by 
what is termed an Oeconomy, or Diſpenſation, volunta- 


rily agreed upon, and ſettled between themſelves. 


Thus, as to the Paſſages 1 Cor. viii. 6. To us one is 


God, even the Father, of whom are all Things, &c. 
Epbeſ. iv. 6. One God and Father of all, Sc. © Theſe 


« Paſlages, ſays Mr. Anonymous, ſpeak of the Per- 


* ſons of the Trinity according to the Diſpenſatia 


© of Redemption, in which the Father ' ſuſtains the 


© Honour and Majeſty of the Deity, and the other 
* Two condeſcend to act miniſterially, one as the Re- 
* deemer, the other the Sandtifier of his People. Poſt- 
| Dr. Watt's 4th Diſſertation, p. 87. where he is mentioning the 


of learned Authors am the An, to ſole 38d. 
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« (cript, p. 4. in, fame Page; As for the ge. 
0 —_ high 7. bund Epithets beſtowed on the Fax 
« ther, I call upon him to ſhew ſo much as one which 
is not purely perſonal, or given, with reſpe& to the 
« Diſpenſation of R tion.“ Again, If it were 
« uniyerſally true (viz, that the Son and Spirit act by 
the Father's Miſſion, Authority, and Will) the Or- 
der of their Subſiſtence and Operation, or the Diſ- 
« penſation of Redemption might ſatisfy us of the 
« Reaſon,* p. 5. This Order and Occonomy the 
Reader muſt note is the dernier Reſort of Mr. Anony- 
nous, as indeed all Athanafian Writers: And it may 
not be amiſs to tranſcribe here ſome Poſitions concern- 
ing it advanced by a Champion Writer, which I queſ- 
tion whether they can be parallePd. © Difference of 
Order, makes no Difference of Power, or Godhead. 
All that remains peculiar to the Father, is, a Pre- 
* eminence, or Priority of Order, an Eminence of 
Order, an Inequality of Order, a natural Order of 
Priority, a natural Priority of Order, an Authority 
© of Order, and Sim. And the Father (ſays he) is in 
* Office ſuperior by mutual Concert and Agreement. 
* Supremacy of Office, by mutual Agreement, and 
voluntary Oeconomy, belongs to the Father. He 
that ſends, is for that Reaſon greater than He that 
$ is ſent; greater, in reſpect of Office voluntarily en- 
ter'd into. The Son is an Angel and Meſſenger, not 
by Nature, but by Office, and by voluntary Con- 
* deſcenſion. Who ever ſaid, that it was abſolutely or 
« phyſically impoſſible for the Father to at as the Son 
did? All that is faid, is, that He could not do it 
$ ſuitably. . The Subjection of the Son does not ne- 
* ceflarily mean any Thing more than that volunta; 
Oeconomy which God the Son underwent, and which 5 
* would not have been proper for the Father himſelf 
© to have ſubmitted to, becauſe not ſuitable to the 
Order of Perſons. As to the Son's acting a miniſte - 
rial Part, that, indeed, is purely Occonomical.[found- 
ed merely upon mutual Concert _— 
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© and! there was no_Tpeſibiicy in the Nature of the 
© Thing, but the aller incl might have dohe 


© rhe ſame. But it was more conpruvus, et.“ Theſe 


Pofitions {with others of like Sort) are cited from Dr, 
Materlund's Second Defence of his Queries, by the 
Author of Obſervations on that Defence: Who, be- 


fides citing, has largely refuted, and expoſed them, as 
they deſerve: Troving againſt the Doctor (in my Ap. * 
pr enſion) with great Clearneſs and Strength, * That 


his Priority of Ordet, not Oerenomicul, but N 


4 is a As be NOTHING Except mere Words, and 


in no R 


no Reſpect any rea! Priority at all: Likewiſe, 
© that a Supremacy of Authority and Dominion, not 


Natural, but merely Ozconomical, founded on bare 


* voluntary Agreement, and mutual Concert, is no Su- 
* premiaty of Authority and Dominion at all. Vid. p. 
24.——38. And a good deal more has been pub- 
fiſhed, particularly with relation to the Decay, fince 
thoſe Obſervations upon it, and with the ſame View 
to make Mankind ſenſible, that it is quite a Novel 
Hypotheſis, 8 fictitious and chimerical, and one 
of the worſt Things in Divinity that ever was invent- 
ed or broached. Let me quote a few Paſſages out 
of Farther Remarks on Dr. Vaterland's Farther Vin- 
dication of Chrift's Divinity, and Memoirs of his 


Life and Writings. The Author of the Firſt fays 


thus, p. 22, 23. Dr. Waterland having reduced 
© to nothing the natural and real Supremacy of the 
one God and Father of all, who is above all, which 
* is the Foundation of the Unity, and the firſt Prin- 
* ciple both of natural and revealed Religion; in- 


| © lead of it, he ſets up a feurative, imaginary, and 


merely theatrical Suptemacy, which he calls a Su- 
6 premacy of Office, and Oeconomical; and by a mere 
Fiction founds it in a fippoſed Agreement and Con- 
* cert between the Father and the Son; wherein the 
Son conſents {though equal in Authority and Power 
c with the Farber) to act 4 thitiiſterial Part for a while, 
to be the Father's Minifter aud Agent, and _ 
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6 * Orders, and at laſt become W 

© it to any reaſonable or ſerious Perſon to conſider: 
« whether ſuch Scheme be [Par of] the Religion of 

Chriſt taught in the Scriptures, and p 
* the Primiive Church.“ Again, p. 28. The Ex- 
c iftence of the Son is no more prerarisus, than Dr. 
V. makes the Supremacy of the one God and Fa- 
© ther of all, who is above all, (pardon the Shock» 
ingneſs of the Expreſſion) precarious 3; who teach» 
« eth that what he abſurdly calls the Supremecy of 
* Office, and which is the — Supremacy of Domt- 
nion which, according, to him, the Father has, or 
* can have, is merely Oeconomical, not Natural, or E 
« ſential ;, that it Ke. on the voluntary Agreement 
* of the den, and, in the Nature of Thi was 

* poflible not to have been at all, and may ceaſe to 
be: Nay, on the contrary, that the San might have 
© had the Supremacy, and the Father have SG the 
* miniſterial Part, have. received and obeyed the Or- 
der of the Sox, been incarnate, and le. And 
in Conſequence of this Oeconomy (if there is. any | 
Thing in Dr. Waterlaud's Reafoning from the ſup- 
* poſed Precariouſneſs of the Son) the one God and 
Father of all, who is above all, might have been 
© lo precarious, as that the Son woul have been to 
* the Father (which the Ancients, agreeably to Serip- 
ture, affirm the Father to be to the Son) his Ruler, 
* his Lord, and his Gad. And Memoirs, . 93. Dr. 
Vaterland has two Senſes (give me Leave to call 
them ſo at preſent) in which — owns the Father to 


be greater than the Sen and Spirit; the one is, his 


being greater in Natural Order, the other in Oerona- 
* mical Office, i. e. as he frequently explains it, greater 
* by mere Concert, and the Son's volantany Agreement 
© to take the miniſterial Office upon him, which ne» 
* vertheleſs. the Father might have taken upon Him- 
* ſelf, and ſo have been leſs. than the Son. Wit 
Akim the Supremacy of God is not any natural 
minian, bus a mere Mee, held bx the Conſent of 


< the 


&d by 


diſbelieving the Atbanaſſan 
2288 the R « or e of the fad 


23, 39, 39. 
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* the Sen and Spirit, and might _ have been 
* allotted unto them. Is not this ſpecial Divinity? 
Or can it be named or thought on Sithout Fare | 
the Ears and Underſtanding of every intelligent 
© and fincere Chriftian ? Yet this 'is the Effence of 


Dr. Waterland's Orthodoxy ; it is the nnin 
Middle, and End of it: But to call it 2 


© of the Church, i is ſuch an Affront to the Body of 
< Chriſtians, as is not to be endured*.* I will add 
_ one Paſſuge of the Apoſtle St. Paul, which to 
pop to contradi, in the ſtrongeſt Manner, 

the aforeſaid pretended Occonomy, and is utterly irre. 
concilable herewith, 1 Cor. xv. 24, 27, 28. Then 
cometh the End, when he ſhall have delivered up the 
Kingdom to-Gop, even the Fa THER. For he hath 
2 t all Things under his Feet. But when' he faith all 
hings are put under Him, it is manifeſt, He is ex- 
td which did put all Things under Him. And. 

en all Things ſhall be ſubdued unto Him, HEX 
ſhall the Sox alſo HI Ms EL be ſubje& unto him that 


put all Things under Him, that Gop may be all in 


all. TxzN ſhall the Son alſo be ſubject; namely, 
when the End of the World is come ; after the Du- 


ration of the ſuppoſed Oeconomy is expired, and the 


mediatorial diſpenſatory Kingdom (as it is term'd) de- 
liver d up: Tux ſhall the Son be ſubject; Unto 
whom ? Why, unto Him who put all Tiin under 
Him, Gop, Even THE "ak. nh That He may be 
all in all. The Reader will find it worth while to ſee 


on this Text Emlyn's Tracts, p. 7, & Jeq. Obſerva- 


tions on Waterla nd's Second XD p. 14, & je. 


And Dr. Whitby's laſt Thoughts, p. 54, 35, 56. to 
balance what is "adams by him in his Commentaries, 
Having by this Time (I hope) ſufficiently cleared 
and vindicated the /econd Reaſon given in my Letter for 
DE 'of the Trinity, 


Doctrine 
Nd. r 335 bo, 118, And Chriſtian Liberty aſſerted, 
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„ 
« of Certainty; that if there can be Three neceſſarily 
« exiſting Perſons, exiſting, as you affirm, by the ſame 
Neceſſity of Nature, and having all the ſame eſſen- 
< tial Perfections, Reaſon, which ſhews the Evidence, 
« Certainty, and Demonſtration of one, and no 
© more, muſt be reduced itſelf to an Abſurdity and 
Contradiction. Surely it is Demonſtration that the 
« Exiſtence of but One All- perfect, All-ſufficient Per- 
« ſon, Being, or Agent, can, be zeceſſary [and you 
« ſuppoſe not any Perfection to be in one of the Per- 
« ſons, which is not in the others, denying Unoriginate- 
« neſs, which in Words, but not in Reality, as we ſhall 
« ſee, you aſcribe to the Father only, to be a Perfec- 
© tion, Second Defence, p. 150.] Therefore it is De- 
© monſtration, that there can be no more than One.? 
2, Does not Reaſon loudly reclaim againſt the 
Communication of any Thing individual (be it Nature, 
Eſſence, Attributes, or Perfections) from one Perſon, 
to two, or more; ſo as that the Thing communicated 
ſhall belong to, and be predicated of each of theſe 
Perſons, in the ſame numerical Senſe ? The Author of 
the Reply therefore, to Dr. Waterland's gth Query, 
Whether the Divine Attributes, Omni/cience, Ubiquity, 
&c. thoſe very individual Attributes can be commu- 
nicated without the Divine Eſſence from which they 
are inſeparable? To this Query, ſays he, it is evi- 
dently a ſufficient Anſwer, to obſerve, * That Indi- 
* vidual Attributes can neither be communicated with, 
© nor without the Eſſence; becauſe the Communication 
of an Individual, without the Communicator's part- 
* ing with it, is ſuppoſing it not to be an Individual, 
and is conſequently a Contradiction in Terms, p. 
300.“ So, in Anſwer to the Author of Some Con- 
ſiderations, *tis rightly obſerved, in like Manner, 
p. 230. That the Reaſon why the Individual Know- 
* ledge, or Power of God cannot be communicated 
* any more than his Individual Exiſtence [or Eſſence] 
is, becauſe They are Individual, and nothing that 
is Individual can ever ” communicated from any 
3 | | C ons 


. 0 . 
—— — 4 


E 


one Perſon to another. Could the Individual Know- 
ledge of God, or the Individual Knowledge of a 
Man be communicated to another, there: would be 
no Knowledge left in him from whom it was com- 
s municated.* Let me add here, that the Unreaſona- 
bleneſs and Abſurdity of one Perſon's communicating 


R „„ 


to others his Individual Nature, and Attributes, is 


extreamly heighten'd, upon Suppoſition of the Com- 


municator's being unoriginate, or ſelf-exiſtent, and thoſe 


to whom he communicates it not: Accordingly to 
expoſe this Notion as it deſerves, the foreſaid Author 
of the Reply demands, p. 302. Is not Self-Exiſtence 
an Attribute of God the Father? And are not all 


© the Attributes of God the Father unoriginated? 


How then can the Son have the Individual Eſſence 
and Attributes of the Father, and yet not be un- 
originate? In reality your Aſſertion is downright Sa- 
bellianiſm, making the Son to be not ò nog ioc, but 
 rravlosoios, and 6uourosdlos with the Father; nay, 
45 be Father himſelf. For what is the individual 
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L 


Eſence and Attributes of the Father, but the Fa- 


* ther bimſelf? If the Son, therefore, as you affirm, 
© has both theſe, He is plainly the Father; or elſe, 
© What is it that diſtinguiſhes the Son from the Fa- 
ther? If you ſay the perſonal Attributes, then you 

« deftroy your firſt Aſſertion. For the perſonal Atiri- 
© butes of the Father, being unqueſtionably the indi- 
* viaual Attributes of the Father, the Son, N 
© to your own Argument, muſt either have theſe 
perſonal individual Attributes of the Father, or elle 
© not have the individual Eſſence. See alſo what 
is faid by the Author of the Eſſay towards a Demon- 
ſtration of the Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity, p. 
33, 36. who there lays it down as an Axiom, That 
an individual Perfection can't be predicated of 16 
\* real diſtinct Perſons (one underived, the other deriv- 
ed) though they may each of them poſſeſs a Perfec- 
tion of the /ame Name, ex. gr. Wiſdom. Suppoſe 


Hand B two ſuch Perſous; the individual Wiſdom 


s oo 


, 
i 
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© of A can't be predicated of B; becauſe As Wiſs 


dom is underived, but B's derived [for without 
< Doubt, the Attributes are derivative, in the ſame 


© Senſes as the Eſſence is. Dr. Vaterland's Defence, 


p. 108. And every Perfection of a derived Perſon 
muſt be derived, as well as its Exiſtence, p. 32.] 
Now if A and B be both of them poſſeſſed of the 
« fame individual Wiſdom, it muſt. be at once both 
derived, and underived, which is abſurd to aſſert 
of the ſame individual Perfection. Corollary: If 
A and B be diftin& Perſons, they can never have 
the ſame numerical Cerfections, though they * 
< poſſeſs the ſame ſpecifical ones. 

Thus I have pointed out ſome of the Difficulties, 
as to Reaſon, attending the Athanafian Hypotheſis, 
or the Doctrine of the Trinity above laid down; and, 
in my Opinion, theſe Difficulties are unſurmountable. 
The Reader will find more ſuch, if he conſults Col- 
lection Queries, p. 130, 144. Memoirs of the Life 
and Writings of Dr. Vaterland, p. 57. Dr. Whitby's 
laſt Thoughts, p. 6, 5, & ſeq. Addreſs to Proteſtant 
Diſſenters to put them upon enquiring into the 


Grounds of their Attachment. to the Aſſembly” s Ca- 


techiſm, p. 7, & ſeg. | 
But *twill 750 ſaid, dice What has human Reaſon 


to do in a Point of ſuch a Nature as the Trinity? Is 


not this a Doctrine of pure Revelation, and a very 


ſublime Myſtery ? Although it be incomprehenſible 


by us, and may puzzle our Reaſon, and put it to a 
Non- plus, we ought, notwithſtandi to yield an 
Aſſent to it upon the Teſtimony of the Revealer. 
As for Reaſon (ſays Mr. Anonymous) it has no Buſi- 
< neſs here, but to enquire whether this be revealed. 
* If it is, Reaſon ought to make no Objections, no 
* Demur againſt this ſelf-evident Truth, what God 
e { ſays is true. There is no Reaſon for aſking how, 
_ * or why it is ſo, after God has revealed it is ſo. Our 

F Reaſon is not the Meaſure: of Truth. There are 


* my Things. above = Reaſon to underſtand, 


* which 
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© which are, and muſt, yea, and are confeſſed. to be 


* undeniably true, p. 6. To this I reply, from the 


© Modeſt Plea, in Chap. 4. p. 40. where the Author 
treats of Reaſon, in the Queſtion about. the Trinity, 
1. That J am free to grant, that whatever the 
* Scriptures do teach, be it ever ſo much above our 
* Comprehenfion, is to be believed. *Tis. a ſufficient 
' © Demonſtration of any Truth, that God hath faid 
© it: Nor would any Man, who knows what he 


* ſays, or does, diſpute what God has revealed: *Tig, 
certainly reaſonable to believe what is above our 


Comprehenſion. But then we muſt | not. miſtake 
Contradictions for Myſteries, nor put off Schemes 
and Inventions of our own, for the Revelations of 
God. We muſt not confound Things above our 


ceive to be impoſſible, and thus captivate Reaſon, 
4 to Revelation, but to the Follies of Men. 

. *Tis granted, that we cannot comprehend the 
Nature of the ſelf-exiſtent and infinitely perfect 
God. Yet notwithſtanding that, we are able to 
comprehend what may be a Contradifion to it, as 
clearly as if we really could comprehend it. That 
one Subſtance cannot be three Subſtances, is as 
clearly comprehenfible as if we had Faculties which 
could deſery what the Nature of Subſtances is. 


underived, begotten and unbegotten, is as clear as that 


Time. In ſhort, whatever is a Contradiction in the 
Nature of Things, muſt always be equally a Con- 
tradiction, let it b applied to a Being whoſe Nature 
we can, or cannot — For our Ignorance 
no more alters the Nature of a Contradiction, than 
our Knowledge does. Notwithſtanding, therefore, 
that our Faculties are ſuch as are not qualified- to 
form any tolerable Ideas of the Subſtance of God, 
+ yet they certainly are ſuch as can perceive, very 
6 ' clearly, Ideas NY to it. Natural Reaſon 
D diſcovers 


Comprehenſion with Things which we clearly con- 


That one and the ſame Being cannot be derived and 
*tis impoſſible to be, and not to be, at the ſame 


F > Ra „%- „ PAY Py a Mi i a. OCR cy RD Cn ; 


the Divine 
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« diſcovers a rout many Attributes and Properties of 
ing, and Revelation has confirm'd the 

« Truth of thoſe: Niſcoveries. Whatever, therefore, 


© is a Contradiction to any of theſe Attributes, may 
be as juſtly determined to be ſo by Men, notwith- 


« ſtanding the Narrowneſs of their Capacities, as if 
they had much ſuperior Faculties. 3. Where-ever 
a Man clearly perceives the Agreement or Diſagree- 
ment of Ideas, tis unreaſonable to expect he foul 
$ _ ſuch Evidence, and reſign his Senſe, or Under- 
* ſtanding, to what may groundleſly be called by ſome 
* a Matter of Faith. The Meaning of Words muſt 
© be judged of by Reaſon, unleſs God himſelf ſhould 
* ſo far interpoſe, as to diſcover their Signification.— 
* If a Word, therefore, be plainly ambiguous, we 
* muſt compare other Paſſages of Scri 


ve can, as being certain that an All-wiſe God will 
reveal nothing that is abſurd or contradictory. If 
* the oo, of a Word in one particular Senſe, 
in ſome Places, will make the H/bole of Revelation 
* eaſy and intelligible ; but by confining it conſtantly 
to another particular Senſe, will make the Whole ei- 
ther abſurd or- unintelligible z we may ſafely con- 
5 clude, that the Wiſdom of God deſigned ſuch 
* Term in thoſe Places to be underſtood in ſuch a 
Manner, as would not make Men renounce their 
Reaſon. Hear what Mr. Colliber ſays upon 
the Queſtion, how far the Judgment of Reaſon ex- 
tends with Reference to the Proofs and Contents of a 
Revelation, Eſſays on Natural and Revealed Religion, 
b. 58, & ſeq. After having well obſerved, that Tis 
* the Privilege. of Reaſon to enquire both into the 
* Hiſtory. and Nature of the external Proofs : To 
* judge concerning the Genius of the Language, the 


Nature of the Stile, and Propriety and Connexion | 


| of the Words wherein the Revelation is made: To 
Judge of the Truth, Conſiſtence, and Connexion of 
the Ideas ſignified by the Terms or Words: He 

| * adds, 


; | and re- 
* concile them together in the moſt rational Manner 
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[ 46 ] 
© adds, and *tis equally the Privilege of Reaſon to 
judge and determine (though with the utmoſt Care 
and Circumſpection) concerning the Agreeableneſs 
or Diſagreeableneſs of the entire Revelation to its 
own clear and evident Diftates, For the clear Dic- 
tates of Reaſon, we may be affured, are ſuch Dif. 
coveries of the Divine Nature and Will, as no Re. 
velation that is truly divine can be ſuppoſed to con- 
© tradift or repeal. So Dr. Stanhope's 2d Sermon at 
Boyle's Lecture, for 1702, © Reaſon and Revelation, 
© though two different Lights, yet both come down 

© from the ſame Father of Lights: And, therefore, 
can no more contradict each other, than perfect 
S Truth can propagate a Lie, or God deny Himſelf. 

< He then that proves any Doctrine to be contrary to 

© Reaſon, does in Effect, and by neceſſary Conſe- 
© quence prove, at the ſame Time, that ſuch Doc- 
© trine neither was, nor could be, revealed by God, 
© And therefore, ſuch Doctrine being deſtitute of that 
© proper Motive of Faith I am contending for, can- 
ll © not poſlibly be a proper Matter of Faith.“ To the 
i fame Purpoſe ſpeaks a learned Foreigner, Profeſſor 
4 Roell, in Diſſertation 1ſt againſt Vitringa, p. 13. 
© Quanquam id facile largiar, multa revelata 4 Deo 
4 * eſſe, & revelari poſſe, quæ rationis captum ſuperent, 
Þ £ h.e. quz fine Revelatione fingulari nunquam aſſe· 
4 © qui Ratio omnibus ſuis Viribus potuiſſet & poſlit, 
© atque etiam comprehendere poſtquam revelata ſunt 
© plene & plane, & quoad omnem modum nequeat; 
cum multa quoque in iis quæ Ratio ipſa docet ob- 
© ſcura ſint: Nondum tamen ullis mihi Argumentis 
< perſuaderi potuit, revelatum aliquid à Deo eſſe, aut 
© revelari * quod fit indubitatis atque evidentiſfimis 
* Rationis Diftatis contrarium; & cum Doctiſſimo 
8 e Ad 25 illud effatum, hoc verum f 
« Philoſophice, falſum Theologice, tanguam Veritatis cp. 
© probrium 5. Neque enim ob ejuſdem fall 
©, & fallere neſcũ Dei Auctoritatem idem haberi pro 
T vero in Philoſophia, & pro fälle in Theologia ps 
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© teſt, niſi ab eo, qui vel rem eandem a ſeipſa divers 
« (am eſſe, vel Deum ſibi ipſi contradicere, h. e. men- 
« tiri poſſe, impudenter & blaſpheme affirmare, eaque 
« ratione omnia humane certitudinis fundamenta con- 
« yellere velit. e 
come now to the laſt Reaſon aſſigned by me for 
diſbelieving the Athanafian Doctrine of the Trinity, 
or what has been ſtated above, namely, that ſuch a 
Doctrine carries in it too much the Face and Appear- 
ance of Tritheiſm; nor am I able to vindicate it from 
this Charge, which ſure is an Error of the worſt and 
moſt dangerous Sort, p. 6. The Reader, I preſume, 
ſcarce needs to be told, that the Word Tritheiſm 
means three Gods: And if he is verſed in controver- 
fal Writings with Regard to the Trinity, he well 
knows, that the Doctrine I am ſpeaking of has been 
charged, by, the Oppoſers of it, with being tritheiſticł, 
as well really, as ſeemingly, and that over and over, 
in the ſtrongeſt Terms. Thus, by the Author of the 
Reply to Dr. Waterland's firſt Defence, p. 206. Ob- 
* ſerve, ſays he to the Doctor, how irrefragably your 
own Argument returns upon your own a 
the Son, a diſtinct Perſon, ſeparate or not ſeparate, 
* be truly, and indeed the Supreme God; and if the 
Father be ſo too; what can be plainer than that, 
* upon your Hypotheſis, there are two Gods, two 
Supreme Gods, as plainly as that one and one are 
* two, What mean you then to deny that there are 
two Gods? But you ſay they are conſubſtantial, 
they are undivided in their Subſtance. What 
then? I do not charge you with aſſerting two di- 
* vided Subſtances, but I do charge you with hold- 
ing two Gods, two ſupreme Gods, undivided in 
their Subſtance, two real and true conſubſtantial 
* ſupreme Gods. This you cannot truly and fin- 
* cerely, you ſhould not otherwiſe deny. To this 
pro zou have never given any Reply: Turn it which 
po- Way ſoever you will, it is capable of no Reply. 
tet: One general Subſtance, one Godhead, one 2 1 
* 6 ele 
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© elſe you pleaſe, you may aſſert, but ane God upon 
your Principles, it can no Way be.“ So in the ſame 
Book, p. 25, 174, 306, 439, 477. Likewiſe in the 
Remarks on Dr. Waterland's Second Defence, where 


the Author is conſidering, whether the three Divine 


Perſons can [poſſibly] be one God ? p. 20, & ſq. 
Though you might, ſays he, have the Liberty of 
< calling all the Divine Perſons together God; as all 
human Perſons Man; [in which Way of ſpeaking, 


three Gods, though all called God in the Abſtract, 
as many human Perſons are many Men, though all 
called in the Abſtract Man ;] yet you cannot call 
them, nor can they be literally one God, The Rea- 
ſon is, becauſe when we ſay one God, as one Man; 
the Word God, as alſo Man, is not, and can- 
not be conſider d as an abſtract general Name of 
many Individuals, but neceffarily denotes ſome one 
particular Perſon, Being, Subſtance, or Agent : So 
that to ſay three Divine Perſons are one God, is to 
ſay they are one particular, individual, intelligent 
Being or Subſtance, one Agent; that is, really, 
one Perſon ; in like Manner as to ſay, three human 
Perſons are one Man, is to ſay, they are one indi- 
vidual Being, one Perſon, which is a flat Contradic- 
tion. And fo the laſt Reſult of your Notion, of 
tbr Perſons being one God, is, in common Senle, 
in Truth and Reality, no other Notion, but that 
© three diſtinct Perſons, three acting Beings, or three 
Agents, is one God, i. e. one acting Being, one A- 
< gent, one Perſon, and no more, which is an evi 


dent Contradiction. See too, p. 25. and farther 


on, p. 35. where he is replying to the Doctor's Hy- 
potheſis of a Union cloſe enough between the Perjots 
o mate them one God: That no Union of Subſtance, 
© how cloſe and inſeparable ſoever, can make bree 
£ Perſons, three: acting , Subſtances, three Agents, to 
© be one acting Subſtance, or one God, is, 1 think, 


phainly demonſtrable; becauſe it does not male 
e : 


nevertheleſs, the three Divine Perſons are as much 


_.* . ðͤ v 
them one Perſon, or one Agent. In this Unzon you 
« yourſelf allow the Perſon, the Agency, the acting 
« Subſtance of the Father, not to be that of the Son, 
or Spirit; whence it is evident, that the Union of 
« the acting Subſtances, or Agents, does not make 
them ceaſe to be three acting Subſtances, three A- 
« gents, but only makes them three united acting 
« Subſtances, yet ſo .ditin# both in Subſtance and 
Agency, as that this Subſtance, Sc. is not that, nor 
© one the other. And nothing in Nature can be more 
evident, than that if Union of acting Subſtance made 
_ © the three Perſons one acting Subſtance, one in Num- 
© ber, the Union of Perſon, which you yourſelf define 
© to be intelligent acting Subſtance (Second Defence, 
+ p. 175.) and which you make to be as claſe and in- 
© ſeparable as that of the Subſtance (Second Defence, 
9. 232.) muſt for the ſame Reaſon make the three 
* Perſons to be one Perſon. And you muſt be a 
* ſhrewd Man indeed, if you can ſhew, that Union 
© of acting Subſtance can make the bree Perſons one 
acting Subſtance, one in Number; and yet Union 
F Perſon, i. e. again of acting Subſtance, as you 
* expreſly define Perſon, ſhall not malce the tree Pers 
* ſons, one Perſon, one in Number. Turn this Ar- 
* gument about in your Thoughts as much you will, 
_ * and call in the Help of all your metaphyſical Dif- 
tinctions, you will find it every Way unanſwerable; 
* it is, indeed, obyious and evident Demonſtration, 
though I do not find your Adverſaries have yet ob- 
* jected it to you, at leaſt, in theſe Terms. Sup» 
* pole three human Souls cloſely and inſeparably umt- 
* ed, yet they are nevertheleſs bree human Souls, and 
* three Perſons, as long as their per/onal Properties z 
© their Intelligence and Agency remain in each diſtinct; 

* ſo long as they are three diftin& Agents.“ Such | 
a home Charge of Fritheiſm is there advanced agaiaſt 
the Doctrine of the Trinity ſtated in the Manner he- 
fore repreſented: Nor do I ſee for my on Part, 
how it is poſſible” to vindicate - © it, as ſo ated; oy 
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this Charge*, which, howſoever deſpiſed, or lightly 
eſteemed, it may be, by Mr. Anonymous, is with me 
_ 4 very ſubſtantial cogent Reaſon, for renouncing the 
Doctrine as any Article of my Faith. For can there 
be a groſſer and worſe Error, than what ſubverts the 
firſt and moſt fundamental of all Religion, natural, 
and revealed, as Tritheiſm notoriouſly doth ? Chey- 
nell, therefore, ſaith, p. 240. Truly, it is much 
* at one, whether Men do profeſs themſelves Atheiſts, 
or Tritheiſts, becauſe he who doth believe, that 
© there are three Gods, may, when he pleaſes, be- 
e!I&FE that there 1s-no God at all” Gi... 
| Having now gone through, and, I hope, ſuffi 
ciently cleared up and vindicated the ſeveral Reaſons 
that are aſſigned in my Letter, for diſbelieving the above- 
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ſtated Doctrine of the Trinity: My next Buſineſe 
be, to do the ſame with Reference to certain Groun 
of Diſlike to this Doctrine, which are moreover the 
: | 5 5 i N 2+ Ab 
Both Bp. Pearſon and Dr. Waterland frankly declare upon 
the Autos hean Scheme (i. e. ſuppoſing Unoriginateneſs i 
Mence to belong to any beſides the Father ) Tritheiſm i ge- 
able. The Words of the former are theſe, * If, ie, there 
were more than ane, which were from none, it could not. be de- 
< nied, but there were more Gods than one. The Origination 
in the Divine Paternity, therefore, hath ancienth been looked 
< upon as the Aſſertion of the Unity; p. 40. on the Creed. 
And Dr. Waterland ſays, © Two unoriginate Divine Perſons, how- 
ever otherwiſe inſeparable, would be two Gods, according to the Ar- A 
© cients; becauſe, ia that Caſe, one would not be of the other, and ©: 
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referred up to him as a Fountain, or Head.” Nay, even a warm b 
4 Pope Trinitarian Writer, of whom I ſhall have Occaſion ſoon to 
1 ſpeak more, H. E. p. 38. acknowledges, That to ſay in the v. 
1 ſtrict philoſophical, or 7 Senſe of the Word Per/ons, three of 
1 Perſens, or three intelligent Agents are one and the ſame God, 183 tt 
8 |: © real and manifeſt Contradiftion, Three Divine Agents are evi: th 
1 Aenihy three Gods.” And is it not notable Reaſoning even of Mr. 


42, tO his own Hypotheſis tritbeiici? Each of the ſe 
© three, (Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt) are Perſons ; - therefore they lid 
« exiſt; But whatever exiſts has an Eſence, Nature, or Subſtance, to 


What E/?nce then hath the Son and Spirit? Is it infinite, or 
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. ite, made, or unnade ? If infinite, here are three infinite Be Al 
ings, and, of Conſequence, three Gods: Vid. alſo Apoſtle el 


Creed better than the Aſſembly's Catechiſm, p. 78, 79. And Nr 
Peirce on Philippians, p. 27. * 


— 
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FT 


nuouſly eſpouſed by the Papiſts, and what they, when, 


courſe to, and find the beſt Refuge in, Vid. p. 6, 
. The Words are, And as ſuch Doctrine can't be 
« the Object of my Belief, becauſe it is manifeſtly re- 
« pugnant to Scripture and Reaſon both: So I am the 
© more againſt it, on Account of its being ſtrenuouſly 
© eſpous'd by the Papiſts; AND what they, when 
* preſſed, Sc. Now, by an unfair mangling 
of this Sentence, and breaking off here at the Word 
PapISTS, Mr. A——+s would create ſome Mirth to 
his Reader by infinuating, that I have conceived a 
Diſguſt to the Doctrine of the Trinity, explained af- 
ter the Way of the ing e purely upon Account: 
of the Papiſts eſpouſing it, and ſhewing themſelves 
fond of it as thus explained : Or that I diſlike it, for- 


and becauſe they are ſo much for it, I am reſolved to 
be the more againſt it. But let the Sentence be con- 
ſidered entire, as it ought, and, I think, no impar- 
tial, candid Reader can interpret it to ſuck a Senſe, or 
underſtand me to mean in it otherwiſe than I really 
| do: Namely, that I have a particular Diſlike of the 
* Doctrine of the Trinity, according to the Explication 


and Strenuouſneſs by People in the Church of Rome; 
* but alſo, and eſpecially, becauſe of its being very ſer- 
1 the viceable to them, when attack'd by us 17 the Head 
oe of Tranſubſtantiation; affording them a Kind of Sanc- 
„ ps tuary, whither they are wont to retire, and wherein 
{4 3 


they find the beſt Shelter and Protection. This 
ſeems a Ground of Diſlike to the Doctrine very ſo- 


* ” 
;-» 4 
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3 #1 M 3 
in ſet forth, The firſt is the Doctrine's being fire- | 


reſſed with the Abſurdities attending the monſtrous, 
Dodrine of Tranſubſtantiation, have immediate Re- 


ſooth, out of a Spirit of Oppoſition to theſe People; 


 Aforeſaid, not merely becauſe of its being eſpous'd with 


id and juſt ; and I did not imagine the leaſt Qbjec, 
ton would have been made to it by any Body wha 
calls himſelf a Proteftant, But Mr. Anonymous conſi- 
ently taxes me with egregious Falſiſication here, and 
kot doing the Papiſs Juſtice: * The Doctrine 5 0 
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< the Trinity, ſays he, as you have ſtated it, P. 6. 1 


© fs far from being irenuouſly eſpouſed by them 


© that it never was eſpouſed by any one of them in 
© this World, Yea, if any one of them ſhould dare 


to eſpouſe it, he would run the Riſque of heing 
© burnt for an Heretick : So that I muſt charge this 
© groſs Falſhood upon him, as proceeding from Io: 
© norance, or deſerving a worſe Name, P. 8.“ My 
ſtating of the Doctrine in the Page and Paragraph te- 
ferr'd to, is bus: Three Perſons ;, that is to fay, 


three intelligent voluntary Agents, each ſelf-exiſtent, 


and independent: OR each having the very ſame 
© divine Eſſence? And whether Papiſts are not 
Eſpouſers of a Doctrine of the Trinity, tantamount 
to this; or, though not laid down exactly in the 
ſame Words and Phraſes, yet deliver'd in others, that 
(according to all Propriety of Speech, and if they 
have any conſiſtent Meaning) muſt be deem'd equiva- 
lent; is ſubmitted to the Reader's Judgment, after he 
ſhall have weighed the following Quotations from two 
of their Writers. The firſt is a more ancient Writer, 
and Champion of the Popiſh Cauſe, Cardinal Bellar- 
mine: Who, beſides citing the Athanaſian Creed, with 
Marks of a through Approbation; and allowing it to 
the Praiſe of the Reformed, that they agreed ſtill with 
Papiſts in the Belief of the Trinity * ; advances theſe 
Poſitions, with more of like Sort. In Deo ef 
Unitas Eſſentiæ, Trinitas Perſonarum, p. 390. Eſ- 
* ſentiam includi in omnibus Tribus veriſſimum eſt 
© utinam ſemper fic erraret Calvinus, p. 377 Eſſen- 
© tia Divina ana Numero eſt in Patre K communicatur 
« Filio. Eadem Natura que ex ſe eſt ſimpliciter indi- 
pendens communicatur a Patre Filio. Unde ſolum 
© eft Relatio mutua Patris ad Filium, & contra; {ed 
© fine ulla Dependentia in eſe.—Inter Perſonas Divinas 
non poteſt eſſe ulla prioritas & poſteripritas, cum 
Lin habent itte Perſon niſi Efſentiam & Relatonen, 
An e | | 14 . 


45 Adhuc, ans in Fide Trinicgtis eum nobis oom, Lib 
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[ 53] 
« & Eſſentia fit una eademque in omnibus. Relationes 
autem id requirunt ut ſint fimul Natura, p. 393. 
Joſias Simclerus defendit Autufram Filii, & ſig 
« plicat ſuam Sententiam : Non negamus, inquit, 2 


ſium habere Eſſentiam .a Deo Patre; ſed Eſſen - 


tiam Genitam negamus: Que Sententia Joſiz non 
video cur Cathdlica dicenda non fit, p. 496, The 
other is a modern Author, who publiſhed a 1 
in the Year 1729, with only the initial 


his Name, H. E. and entitled, An Anſwer to Mr. 


Whiſton and Dr. Clarke, concerning the Divinity of 


the Son and Holy Spirit. He gives ſeveral Pan un- 
deniable Proofs o* is being a Papiſt; and ſays, p. 
I. * It is a Principle of = Catholick Faith, that 

* if the Scripture be underſtood in the Senſe, in which 

it was writ, tis clear in Scripture, that neither the 
Son, nor the Holy Spirit, is a Creature, and that they 
are properly and ſtrictly the /ame God with the Fa- 
ther. P. 6. Father, 1 — and Holy Spirit, are 
* three Divine Perſons, and one God. P. 27. It is 
* Blaſphemy to deny, that either the Son, or the Spi- 
* rit, is the ſame God with the Father. P. 29. The 
Son and the Holy Ghoſt have the ſame Godhead, 
the ſame Goodneſs, the ſame Will, the ſame Know- 
* ledge, the fame Nature, and all the fame abſolute 
Attributes with the Father, but they are not_/elf- 


* exiſtent, becauſe God from God: "Their Perſons, 


their Nature, i. e. the Godhead, their actual Being 
or Exiſtence, their Knowledge, their Goodnels, 


* their Will, their Actions, their Decrees, whatever 


they have, and whatever they do, is derived to 
them from the Father. They are truly God, and 
* are therefore infinite, omnĩpotent, immenſe: They 
* neceſſarily exiſt, they are preſent in all Placepy-nnd 
* know all Things, and whatever the Father has 
made, or preſerves, he made and preſerves through 
* them. They are truly God, no have therefore 
* the /ame Godhead with the Father; and Pts 
del de him in it ; and though Jiferent Peſons, 
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are yet the fame God with him. They are truly 
© God, and, therefore, if God be a Subſtance, or 
Eſſence (which in the Catholick Senſe of the Words 
6 18 unqueſtionable) they are conſubſtantial, and co- 
eſſential with the Father. P. 30. The Son and 
Holy Spirit neceffarily exift, but they exiſt neceſſi- 
_ © rily from the Father, who alone is ſelf-exiſtent, i. e, 

© God of himſelf, Good of himſelf, Great of himſelf, 
Immortal from himſelf, Almighty and Infinite from 
* himſelf alone; becauſe whatever he is, whatever he 
does, whatever he has, he alone has from himſelf, 
and no other. All this undeniably follows, from 
© what every Child is taught in his Catechiſm. P. 33. 
© Neither the Son, nor the Holy Spirit is ſelf- exiſtent; 
© and yet, it is true, that both the Son and the Holy 
< Spirit is the ſupreme and ſelf-exiſtent God“ Again, 
p. 35. He ſpeaks of a Trinity of Divine Perſons, 
each of which, though not ſelf-exiſtent, is neceſſarily 
exiſtent, and is the ſupreme and ſelf-exiſtent God. Is 
not_ here a Trinity taught and eſpouſed by this Au- 
thor (though he talks at a very inconſiſtent ors 
amounting to that which J have ſtated in my Letter? 
It may be pleaded, perhaps, that when the Author 
calls the Father, Son, and Spirit, Perſons, or Divine 
Perſons, the Word is not to be taken in its ordinary 
Acceptation, to denote intelligent Sub/eſtences or Agents, 
which would infer a Plurality of Gods. P. 8. The 
Word Perſon, fays he, has a different Signification 
© applied to the Trinity, and applied to Creatures. If 
© we ſpeak of the former, a Perſon is one who has 2 
© common and undivided Nature with another; or 
© it is one, either Father, Son, or Holy Ghoſt, who 
© has the Godhead in common with the other two, or 
with each. This may be called the theological or 
religious Uſe of the Word Perſon, i. e. a Uſe pe- 
* culiar to the Chriſtian Religion. P. 5. He 1 
"i l . 4 4 wo a Be F ve 
1 Quid eſt quæſo Divina Perſona 2 Perſona, ut de Vocis Origine 
nibil Bie dicamus, Theobgis zque ac Philophic, elt gy" 
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w=_ _ 
have faid peculiar to Papiſts. But what Idea then, 
I pray, are we to affix to the Word? Is it not, as thus 


uſed, a mere empty Sound, without any Signification | 


at all? A Perſon is one, tis ſaid, who has a common 


Nature with another, I aſk, wins ONE, and what 


oTHER? Is it Being, or 1s it Spirit, or Mode, Rela- 
tion, Difference, or one and another Ienotum quid: 
Something we know not what. 

Well, but how dare the Papiſts be ſo wichis as to 
preſume to name and compare ug the two Doc- 
trines of the Trinity and Tranſubſtantiation ? Will any 


of them ſay, that the Proofs offered for both are any 


Way alike, and much leſs equal: ? p. 8. I anſwer, that 
my Bulinels is not to enquire into, and determine the 
IWWickedneſs of their ſo doing. Tis enough for me. if 
| can eſtabliſh the Truth of the Fat? : And as to that, 
I have Vouchers in Readineſs, which ſhall. be pro- 
duced. Archbiſhop Tillotſon tells us, The: Church 


of Rome are —— objecting, to Proteſtants, 


that by the /ame Reaſon they. believe the Doctrine 
© of the Trinity, they may, and muſt, receive that of 
Tranſubſtantiation. So Biſhop Kidder ſays, They 
* urge, that we ought to admit the latter, upon the 
* /ame Grounds on which we admit the former, Vol. 


III. 2. 162.“ And the Author of three Letters to 


Dr. Clarke obſerves, in his Preface, That the Romi/b 
Church (by corrupting and abuſing ſeveral invalua- 
ble Truths, 2 that of the Trinity) maintain, 


© ad Hominem, with too much ſeeming Reaſon, the 


Abſurdities and . Contradictions: of their great Idol 
© Tranſubſtantiation. For it will ever be 5 
there is as much Piety in believing againſt Senſe, as 
* againſt Reaſon. Again, the Author of the Dedication 
to Collection of Queries, p. uy ſays, The Papiſts 


* can, and do, perpetually tell us, and tell us with 
Reproach, that according to ſome of our Explica- 


tions, we maintain as great Abſurdities and Contra- 
dictions 


iid, intlliges yr s ſbi, & ab omai als dite. 


Diſſertat. 1 P. 27 
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« ditions 1 in out Faith, as any we left in their Com- 
< munion. They argue, and we ate abaſt'd to hear 
it, that ſome of our /cho/aftic Explications of the 
* Trinity are as contradictory to Reaſon and the Scripture 
© tos, as their Explication of the Preſence of the Bo: 
dy and Blood of Chrift in the Holy Sacrament is to 
« Senſe: And, therefore, fay they, if notwithſtanding 
© the ſceming Conflict betwixt Faith and Reaſon in 
© the one Caſe, Cuftom and human Authority is ſuf- 
« fielefit to determine and ſatisfy the Conſcience of 


Men: What Reaſon can we give why the fame 


© Authority ſhould not be able to decide the no 
greater Conflict between Faith and Senſe in the 
© other Caſe ?*/ That the Reader may ſee phy 
dotyt ſpeak thus of their own Heads, I ſhall 
one Argument made Uſe of by a Popiſi Writer i 
Behalf of Tranſubftantiation, or to prove the Poſſibi- 
lity of the real Preſence in the Eucharift, and that a 
Body may be in many Places at once. It is Cardinal 


Bellarmin?'s 5th Argument, taken from the Myſteries 


of their Faith (as he calls them) in particular that o of 
the Trinity. m Argumentum ſumitur a 
* Myſteriis 1 idei vel difncilioribus vel #que 
6 * e hoc eſt de quo agimus Primum 

ſterium Trinitatis eſt, andy. etiam Filhbrant & 
hy 7658 4 admittunt: In quo unam Naturam in 


t ttibus Perſonis, reipſa veriſſime diſtinctis, credimus; 


quod ſane Mirabilius eſt quam ut Corpus unum fit 
© in pluribus Locis. Nam ficut hic eſt realis Diftinc- 
© tio Locorum, ita ibi Perfonarum : Sicut hic eſt Uni- 
tus Corporis, ita ib! Naturæ: Sed Mi RABTI Ius eſt 


Myſterium Trinitatis, quia Natura in Trinitate iden- 


© tifieatur realiter & formaliter cum fingulis' Perſonis 
* Corpus autem non identificatur ulſo Modo cum 

© Logs. Si ergo poteſt una Numero Natura non dif- 
*. trahi a Seipſi, licet identificetur cum Perforiis realiter 
47 — eur non facilius potetit unum Corpus con- 
gi extrinſecus cum diſtinctis Locis, & tamen non 
2 « Ubi Sep? Bellarm, Op. V. Hl. . 3 
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Before 1 diſmiſs this Head, tis fit that ſome No- 
tice be taken of what Mr. Anonymous affirms concern- 
ing the Antiquity of the Doctrine of the Trinity; he 
muſt mean the Doctrine as explained by himſelf, and 
the Abangſians, otherwiſe he ſays nothing to the 
Purpoſe. Nòôw this Doctrine; he tells us, has 
been the Creed of the Church of Chriſt, in all Ages; 
0 this Day, p. 7. Bp. Stillingfleet ſticks not to 
« fay, That we are as ſure the Primitive Church 
was of the ſame Faith with us in this Matter, as 
© that we received the Scriptures from them. And 
© Bp. Bull and Dr. Waterland, to name no more, have 
© put it beyond all modeſt Doubt, zbi4.” But herein, 
if he does not, he might, and ought to know, that 
he is flatly contradikted by Perſons of great Note in 
the learned World, and as able, diligent, and faithful 
Enquirers into the Senſe of the Ancients, with rela- 
tion to the Trinity, as thoſe he has mentioned. Be- 
fides Dr. Clarke's Scripture Doctrine, which the Reader 
may conſult throughout, I would refer him to Callec- 
tion of Queries, wherein the Author comes to an- 
ſwer the moſt material Objections againſt this Book of 
the Doctor's from Antiquity, p. 116, & e. And 
he avers, That it is not clear, that the Primitive] 
Antenicene Church profeſſed the [ Atbanaſian] No- 
* tion of individual Conſubſtantiality in three Pexſans :' 
On the contrary, ſays he, for every /ing/e Paſlage 
* which the learned Queriſt can bring from the genu- 
ine Remains of ſuch Antiquity, to prove an indivi- 
dual Conſubſtantiality in the three Divine Perſons, ' 
* or in . of them: I dare promiſe. to return him 
* five or ten Times the Number which are directly 
* oppoſite to that Doctrine. Nay, I am fully per- 
ſuaded, the learned Objector cannot produce onßẽe 
* ſingle Paſſage in all Catholick Antenicene Antiquity, 
* which proves an individual or numerical Conſub- 
* ſtantiality in the three Diyine Perſons. Petavius, 
and other learned Writers, both Popiſn aud Pro- 
' teſtant, have been ſo fair as to acknowledge, and 
nul” e prove 
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* prove at. large, that much the greateſt Part of the 
Primitive Fathers were of an Opinion very different 


* from the preſent ſcholaſtick Notion.” The ſame Au- 


thor, in an Appendix, p. 146, & ſeg. makes it, I 


think, very apparent from Titles, Attributes, &c. 
appropriated to God the Father, which he inſtances 


in, and the differen. Stile and Language wherein the 


moſt primitive Writers ſpeak of Him, and the Soy; 
and Spirit; that the general Tenor of Antenicene An- 


tiguity runs againſt an individual Conſubſtantiality, and 


' abſolute Equality in the Divine Perſons. Agreeable 


to which, the very learned Dr. Cudworth ſays (as 


cited by Dr. Clarke, in Anſwer to Wells, p. 47, * 
the 


That no ſuch Thing was ever entertained by 
©, Nicene Fathers, as a Trinity of Perſons numerically 


the fame [in Subſtance] or having all /one and the 


«< ſame /ingular exiſtent Eſſence. The Truth of this 


© will appear, firſt, becauſe theſe orthodox Anti- arian 
Fathers did all of them zealouſly condemn Sabellia- 
© niſin; the Doctrine whereof is no other than this, 
that there was but one Hypoſtaſis, or ſingular 
© INDIVIDUAL ESSENCE of the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt, In the next Place, becauſe the Word 


© Homooufios was never uſed by Greek Writers, other- 
«. wiſe, than to fignify the Agreement of Things nv- 
<. MERICALLY-DIFFERING from one another, &c. 
p.61. Laſtly, that the ancient orthodox Fathers, who 
*. uſed the Word Homooufios againſt Arius, intended 
not therein to aſſert the Son to have one, and the 
« fame ſingular, or IN DIVID VAL Eſſence with the 
Father, appeareth plainly, from their diſclaiming 
and diſowning thoſe two Words, raub loo, and 
« povogoiov. Again, it is plain, fays he, that ancient 


orthodox Fathers aſſerted no ſuch Thing, as one 


and the ſame ſingular, or numerical Eſſence of the 


c fſeveral Perſons of the Trinity. And this he proves 


by numerous moſt expreſs Quotations.— Whereas 
Mr. H refers to Bp. Bull, as a Writer who has 


puttt. beyond Doubt, that E 1s, or the foreſaid Doc. 


SV . 1: trine 


9 1 


trine of the Trinity, was the Faith of the Church of 
Chriſt in all Ages: I hope the Reader, before he 
takes his Word, will be pleaſed: to look over a ſmall 
Trad, printed in 1 695, and entitled, The Judgment 
of the Fathers concerning the Doctrine of the Frini- 
ty, oppoſed to Dr. G. BulPs Defence of the Nicene 
Faith. And as to Dr. Waterland, who is another 
Writer that 4——s ſays has prov'd the ſame Thing, 
let the large Reply to his firſt Defence be conſulted, 
where it treats profeſſedly concerning the Senſe of 
Antiquity, as to the Point in Piſſ 4 P. 468.— 331. 
See too Chriſtian Liberty aſſerted, p. 41, & ſeq. 55, 
71. And Memoirs 7 the Doctor's Life ye Writings, 
p. 113. Modeſt Plea continued, p. 54, & ſeq. And 
Iwill venture to tell Mr. An: „ that his, and his 
Friends, Doctrine of the Trinity, is ſo far from being 
Part of the Faith once delivered to the Saints, and of 
that Antiquity, which he pretends, that it is com- 
paratively a Novel Doctrine; was brought out of 
Popery, and fram'd by Men [abounding in Wit and 
Leiſure] called School Men: Of whom Archbiſhop 
Tillotſon ſays, that they ſp pun Divinity out of their 
own Brain, as Spiders do Cobw-ebs, out of their own 
Bowels. For does not this nameleſs Writer expreſly 
aſſert both the Son and Spirit to be of the Father, the 
Fountain of the Trinity, and to have their Eſſence or 
Nature from Him; the one by eternal Generation, 
the other by eternal Proceſſion ? Vid, p. 5. The 
Son was from Eternity begotten of the Father, by 
a Communication of the ſame undivided Eſſence and 
Perfections: The Spirit did eternally proceed from 
the Father and the Son, fo as that he alſo enjoys 
© the /ame individual Nature and Perfections with 
them. This is our Faith and Opinion.“ 

And this they have received from the  Sthool- 
Men amongſt the Papiſts, according to what Dr. 
Waits ſays, Diſſertation 5, p. 156, & ſeq. ©* The 
common Explication of the eternal Generation of 
* the Son, and eternal Proceſſion of the Spirit from 

H 2 | © the 
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+ the Father and Son, which was authorized in/the 


Latin Churches, was derived down to us from the 
* Popiſh School-Men ; though *tis now become a Part 


of the eſtabliſh'd, or orthodox Faith, in moſt of 
the Proteſtant Nations, . becauſe at the Reformation, 


© they knew no better Way ta explain the Doctrine 


* of the ſacred Trinity. They contented themſelves 
< to ſay, it was incomprehenſible, and thus forbid al 


further Enquiries. And that the Reader may 


more fully ynderſtand what this ſcholaſtick Popiſh 
Explication of the Mapner of the Derivation of the 
Son and Spirit from the Father is, I hall take the 
Liberty to preſent him with the Doctor's Account of 
it, given from the moſt approved Writers, who, de 


tells us, repreſent it thus: That the Generation of | 


© the Son, is the Father's Communication of his own 
£ ſelf-ſame, individual, ſelf-exiftent Eſſence to the 


< Son, together with the perſonal Property of being | 


* begotten, in and by which Property he differs from 
* the Father. And that the Proceſſion of the- Spirit 
is a Communication of the ſelf-ſame, individual, 
« ſelf-exiſtent Eſſence, both from the Father and the 
Son, unto the Spirit, together with the perſonal 


Property of Spiration, or Proceeding, by which 


Property he differs from the Father and the Son, 
£ How ſtrange ſoever this Language appears to Per- 
< ſons, who ſeek for Ideas, together with Wards, | 
< ſeriquſly profeſs this is the juſteſt, trueſt, and, | 


8 think, the laineſt Deſcription J can give of this 


Opinion: If it be poſſible to make it plainer, I wil 
repeat the ſame in another Form of Wopds, | 
Ihe ſcholoftick Scheme ſuppoſes the eternal Genera- 
tion of the Sou to be a Sort of Repetition of the 


* ſelf-ſame, numerical, divine Eſſence of the i | 


+ together with ſome new perſonal Property, call 
e Nati, which joined to the divine Eſſence, makes 
£ up the Perſon of the Son: And that this Repeti 
+ tion, or Reproduction of the ſame divine Eſſence, 


+ with is ney Perſonality, is owing to the Fact 
„F CE I BR. 


> 


6 : 
+ only. It alſo ſuppoſes the Proceſſion of the — 1 
+ Spirit to be another Sort of Repetition of the ſelt- 


+ gether with ſome new Property, called Proceſſion, 
* which, joined to the divine Efſence, makes up the 
© Perſon of the Holy Spirit: And that this Repeti- 
tion, or Reproduction of the ſame divine Eſſence, 
* with its new Perſonality, is owing both to the Fa- 
ther and the Son conjointly; or, as ſome rather 


* by the Son as a Medium. There have been Writ- 
* ers, indeed, who thought it was not proper to ſay 
* of the divine Eſſence itſelf, that it did generate, or 
could be generated or derived; and, therefore, they 


* rated, or derived from the Father, and the Per/ona- 
* lity of the Spirit to proceed, or be derived from 
the Father and the Sn. But when you enquire 
what theſe Perſonalities are, they can only tell you, 
* that *tis Filiation, or Sonſbip, and Spiration, or Pro- 
* ceſſion. Upon the Whole, therefore, according to 
this Opinion, 'tis Sonſbip is generated, and Proceſſion 
proceeds. But the Generality of the ſcholaſtick, or 
* orthodox Trinitarians, go into the former Senti- 
* ments of the Generation and Proceſſion of the divine 
* Eſſence itſelf, together with the diſtin& Perſonali- 
ties.“ Could any Scheme, or Hypotheſis, ſtand 
the Believers and Eſpouſers of the Doctrine of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation in greater Stead z or furniſh them with 
a better Intrenchment, to get into, and defend them- 
ſelves, when attack d? Hear the remarkable Words 


20. Parag. 16, with which I ſhall conclude this Head. 


* lently againſt natural Reaſon, is no Argument to 


* of the Trinity in all thoſe Niceties of Explication 
which are in the Schools; and which now-a-Days 
* pals for the Doctrine of the Church, with as much 


+ (me, numerical, divine Eſſence of the Father, to- 


* fay, 'tis from the Father, as the original Principle, 


* ſuppoſed only the Perſonality of the Son to be gene- 


of Biſhop Taylor, in his Liberty of propheſying, Sect. 


make them diſbelieve it, who believe the Doctrine 


7 


Indeed, that Tranſubſtantiation is openly and vio- 


[ 62 ] 


Violence to the Principles of natural and 4 
< natural Philoſophy, as can be imagin'd,' in the Point 
of Tranſubſtantiation.“ 
A ſecond Ground of Diſlike to the ee 
Doctrine of the Trinity, is, my being perſuaded, that 
it has been a grand Obſtacle to the Spread of Chriſtian 
Religion in the World, and will ever be a Prejudice 
to the Converſion of Fews, Mahometans, and Hea- 
thens, p. 7. Now, by the Demand Mir... theres 
makes, How I came by this Perſuaſion ? The Charatter 
he is pleas d to beſtow upon it, and the Surprize expreſs'd 
hereat, the Reader may very poſſibly be induced to 
think, that it is ſomewhat peculiar to myſelf, and a 
Kind of Reverie, or mere Figment and _— of 
my own Brain. But I am far from being the frf 
and on/y Perſon by whom ſuch Perſuaſion — been en- 
tertained., Mr. Emlyn, in his humble Enquiry, 9. 
47 ſays, is yet a farther Grief to think what a 
fatal Stop is hereby put to the Progreſs of the Goſ- 
© pely whoſe Rejection by Jes, Mabometans, and 
$ Pagans, is undeniably — by the common Doc. 
5 irine of the Incarnation: of God. One may read, 
in Le Compte's "IS of China, how the Hez: 
<thens; derided. the Chriſtians Doctrine of a mortal 
Gad q and, upon that Account, look*d upon Chriſ- 
< tlanity as fabulous as their own Religion. And Dr. 
Cauſabon, in his Book of Credulity and Incredulity, 
e ſays, He could prove, by many Inſtanees out of 
6 Hiſtory, that this Doctrine has — niore People from 
« embracing the Chriſtian: Faith, than any other Thing 
The knew of,. Again, the Author of Collection of 
Queries, in his Introduction, p. 15. ſpeaks thus, 
IJ wiſh all the Defenders of the ſcholaſtick Notions 
[meaning of the Trinity and Incarnation] would 
J ſeriouſly conſider, whether they muſt not, and 4 
not, in Defence of their Doctrine, affirm all he 
. le Tie OO — with: And whether ny be 
r er 


* What ood. poi. Wan him of this? How came thi 
ridiculous Fancy into his Mind? p. 9. 


— 
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« either reaſonable or pqſible in itſelf, or any where 
«© taught in Scripture, or likely to be a Means of pro- 
« pagating Chriſtian Religion in the World. We moſt 
« juſtly argue againſt the Papiſts, that the Abſurdities 
and Contradictions, which they have introduced 
© into the true Faith and Worſhip of God, are an 
«© irrefragable Bar againſt the reaſonable Conviction of 
« all who are ignorant of, or Enemies to Chriſtiani- 
© ty; and theſe muſt neceſſarily be taken out of the 


| Way before we can expect true Religion to prevail 
S over Infidelity. As, therefore, tis with the 2 
© Reaſon and Juſtice that we condemn hem, for lay- 
4 ing Offences before the Church of Chriſt, which he 
i © hath denounced a particular Woe againſt, Mazth. 
f « xviii. 7. and which not only hinder thoſe who are 
f © without, from entering in, but make many even of 
, © thoſe who are . to be worſe Infidels than the 
5 very Heathens: So we ourſelves ought tly to 
. 6 wa Care, left by needleſly — Ro = 
. Explications of ines, as neceſſary Parts of 
nd * Chriſtianity, - we become, in any Degree, guilty 'of 
ih * the like Offence.” And the Author of the Sober 
0 Appeal, p. 184. We have, ſays he, in the Bi- 
* ble, a Doctrine of the Trinity plain enough. And 
or * ſince it hath pleaſed God to bring it out of that 
Dr * Darkneſs and Obſcurity under which it had hin for 
E * ſorie Ages, as many other great important and 
T plain Truths had done; I would hope, that this 
by * may help to make the Way more eaſy, for the pro- 
hg * pagating the glorious Goſpel of the Redeemer to 


the Heathen Nations. That great ſtumbling Block 
4 * of the Triune God (a Notion, as far as appears, ne- 
2 ver heard of at the firſt planting of the Goſpel) be- 
ld "ing removed, the Time may be coming, when 
1-4 Knowledge ſhall be increaſed, even the Knowledge 
* of the Truth, whereby Men ſhall be ſaved; the 
Knowledge of the one God, and one Mediator, be- 
' tween God and Men, the Man Chriſt Jeſus.” And 
a late anony mous Writer on the Doctrine of the Tri- 


1 
nity aſſures us, That there is a Number of Men; 
* who are prejudiced againſt, and do. reject this 


* weighty Article (and many reje& Chriſtianity, in 
© general, on its Account) becauſe they are per- 


© {uaded, it is impoſſible, or contradictory, and in- 


_ © confiftent with Reaſon. Many Men labor under 


© ſo ſtrong a Prepoſſeſſion, that this Myſtery is im- 
< poflible, that till they be cured of this Prejudice, 
* by a ſenſible Demonſtration of the Poſſibility of 
that abſtruſe Doctrine, in ſome Senſe mani 


5 


< confiſtent with Reaſon, as well as Scripture, no 


_ © other Arguments can” have any Effe& with them, 


Dor be duly weighed by them.'—Well;z but with 


Reſpect to the Fews particularly, the ſaid Doctrine, 
Mr. 4——-s tells us, can be no Prejudice to their 


Converſion, ſeeing, * The Old Teſtament is full of it. 
And ſo he produces a great Number of Texts thrown 
together as they occurred to his Mind, which, in his 


Opinion, ſuper-abundantly convince, * That if the 


Feu, indeed, believe 2. Scriptures of the Old 
© Teſtament, the Doctrine that there are three Per- 
ſons in the Godbead, &c. cannot prejudice them 
< againſt Chriſtianity. But in neither of theſe Texts, 
no, nor all of them together, is that Dofrine:of his 
taught; as Expoſitions given of the moſt noted, and 
on which the principal Streſs is 1d, by Writers named 
in the Margin*, are enough, I think, to manifeſt. 
And Bp. Kidder aſſures us, Vol. III. p. 160. © That 


the Jews do, upon all Occafions, diſpute againſt 
the ſaid Doctrine, and that with great 12 
| | oy i, 


Cen. i. 26. Sober Appeal, 5. 14. Chubb, p. 31: Gen. Ml. 


18. per totum. Sober Appeal, p. 78, 87. 19, 24. Idem 111; }- 
22, 11, & ſeg, Idem gs. 2 ix, 6. Sober A „P. 91, 3. 


Reply to Waterland's firſt Defence, p. 227. Chubb, p. 36. Nr. 
we, Chubh, p. 36. Micah v. 3. 
Truth and Importance, p. 65. Collection of Queries, p. 63. . 


ii. 5, 6. Sober Appeal, p. 72. 


i. 2. Truth and Importance, p. 65. 2 Sam. xxiii. 2, 3. Dr 


* 


Manis Diſſertations, P. 5, 131. Ja. Ixiti. 10. Idem. 1 id. As 


to the Texts wherein the Meffah is called Jehorah, ec aber f 
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They endeavour to expoſe it, ad to render On | 
« diculous and incredible. In Furt, it is true, Unt 
© this Doctrine 18 a Bar, Kinds ring them, from ernibrat= 
< ing Ch Ranity. His chiey pretend, AS a Mann 
« Obſtacle, a 5 will admit, that in Fact ſo il is. 
+ © They pretend, that it is abſurd, ahd againſt Reaſon ; 
« a Contradi&tion ; that itinfers Tritheiſm, and à Pls 
© rality of Gods, and 18 not agreeable to the Lat 
c Moſes, and the Old Teftamithi?.* So in the Dilcour 
concerning the Neceſſity of Mlieving the Doctrine of 
the Trinity, we are told, That the Fewiſh Doctors 
«© argue warmly againſt this Principle of Chriſtianity : 
They are the moſt determinate Adverſaties of this 
Article of our Holy Faith: The Authors from 
« whom, at firſt or ſecond hand, the modern Deifts 
, have borrowed their Weapons. The Jes argus thus: 
* It implies a Contradiction to 1 that in the God- 
head there are three ſer Things, of hien 
* each do conſiſt, and are” y diſtinct, or Pi#fors 
* (as they, 1. e. the Geer! ) which are one. 
© This Opinion, ſay they, does contradict common 
Principles of Reaſon. Thus talks R. Fof. A con- 
* tra Chriff, p. 12. Vid, Diſc. p. 68. The Words of 
Cbryſaſtom are here likewiſe well worthy the Rea 
Confideration, as I find them cited and tranſlatec 
the Modeft Plea, p. 241. The Apoſtles, 1 
* they ſpeak much of Chit, in che Book of ihe 
Ads, yet ſay very little" about his Divinity-=For 
© how, could it be but the Ver, Who heard it read 
and inculcated to them every Day in the Law, We 
x Lord thy God, even the Lord, 1 one, and chere is 
none other but He: Ho could it be, if they 
* had' been told, that Chriſt was himſelf God,. nd 
: * equal to his Father, but they mut, of all others, 
Ye more than even the Gentiles} have fon off 
m the Apoſtles,” and brokth, away frog! chem. . 2 | 
Again, as to the Mabemerdde, Wir. req AS a. 
þ to be inform'd, Hot bis Doctrine of the Trinity 
can! be a Hinhdranee 4 225 e 
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— Dam, 7. 9. 


© ſionf' p. 11. I tell 8 * chat N and 
of Neceſſity, it is, and will be, ſo: Not only becauſe 
the ſaid Doctrine is abſurd in itſelf (as has 4 clearly 
prov'd, I think, above) but becauſe the Karan of 
theſe People, a Book of no leſs Authority with them, 
than the Bible is with us Chriſtians, teaches them 
thus to eſteem it: Vea, tis moreover herein declared 
to be impious and wicked; a Doctrine quite contrary to 
that, for reſtoring which Mabomet gave out he w 
chiefly ſent, namely, the Unity of God : And the Be. 


ef of the ſaid Doctrine. is accordingly forbidden by 


the Koran, in a very expreſs Manner, and under very 
ſevere Penalties. - Say not there are three Gods, 
e forbear this, it will be better for you: God is but 


- © one God.“ See Sales Koran, 1 811 Fae tom 


Paſſage is the . Note. 

< ly, God, Jeſus, an 

ers mention a Sect of Chriſtians, which held the 
Trinity to be compoſed of thoſe three; but it is al- 


lowed, that this Hereſy D 


The Paſlage, however, is equally level 
Trinity, according to the Doctrine of Fo. orthodox 


Chriſtians, who believe the divine Nature to confiſt of | 


three. Perſons, the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Ghoſt' [or that theſe three ſubſiſt Sen] Aga, 
© They are ſurely; Infidels, who fay, verily 5 
„ Chriſt, the Sen of Mary: Since Wilk lad, ferve 
5 God, oY Lord, and your Lord: Whoſoever ſhall 
17 [an Aſſociate or] a Companion to God *, God 
| exclude. him from Paradiſe, and his Habitation 
L be Hell-Fire, and the Ungodly ſhall have none 
t help them. They n Infdels, who ſay 
God is the third of three: For there is no God be- 
8 Hides one God; and if they refrain not from what 
of *,they fay, a painful 3 ſhall. ſurely be inflicted 
© on ſuch of them as are Unbelievers, p. 92. The 
er of the Uu in the Koran, e 
5 o 
e et ns ei aal qualis aut par, Reland, de Fide Me 
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held in mighty Veneration by the Mahometans, fo that 
they even reckon it, we are told, worth a third Part 
in the Deity, is a T ny ye People do e ; a ally, 
« or] ſo much abhor in Chriſtians,* p. r60. 
A third Ground of ' Diſlike to Mr. Anonymous's,” 
and the Athanaſian Doctrine of the Trinity mentioned 


| 
in my Letter, is, its having been an Occaſion of end- 
s leſs Diſputes, and infinite Uncharitableneſs amongſt the 
, Profeſſors of Chriſtianity, p. 7. Now, as to the 
? Diſputes occaſioned by this Doctrine, the Volumes of 
y them extant in the World do ſufficiently teſtify wha, 
4 and how many they have been. And I can readily 
agree, that they were Innovators, ay, and new-fangled 
wy ones too, Pp. 13. (to borrow Mr. Anonymous's Expreſ- 
| ſons) through whoſe Fault theſe Diſputes did chiefly 
of Wl happen, hoy upon whom the Blame of them ought 
* to be laid: Such, for Example, as the Autbors of the 
Fl ſad Doctrine, together with its Patronizers and De- 
* Wl f11ders: Who not content with the Simplicity of 
* Faith delivered down from the Apoſtles, and what 
* the Scripture plainly declares as to the Trinity, and 
& of the like revealed Points, ventured to enlarge their Creeds 
10 bryond the Bounds of Scripture, and to expreſs their 
bath about them, not in the Words taught here by 
112 the Holy Ghoſt, but in Terms of Philoſophy and human 
= Imention : Nay, and to ſet theſe upon a Level with 
"ſhall f not place them above) thoſe inſpired divine Words; 
Gol | mean by impoſing them as Teſts of Orthodoxy, and 
Thx adding Anathema's upon all by whom they ſhould be 


&ted or diſapproved, and not made uſe of. Thus 
Foundation for Controverſies and Quarrels came to 
e lid; and Hhereupon it was that ſuch Things quickly 
ook Place throughout the Chriſtian World *. Ac- 
* TL cordingly 


This pre ſumptuous Impoſing of the Senſes of Men upon the 
Words of God; the ſpecial Senſes of Men upon the general 
Words of God, and laying them upon Mens Conſciences toge- 
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| ſubſtantial) after it had received a Confirmation and 


L 681 Y 
cordingly, the learned Euſebius, Biſhop of Cares, ve 
preſents. them as owing their Original to'certain ar. 
ſcriptura Words that had been introduced, Ex bi; 
vocibus; (dy oc Pwvals) omnis fere Niſſenſio ac 
« perturbatio.' of eftarum; , exorta eſt.“ From theſe 
Words has ariſen almoſt all the Confuſion and Diftrac. 
tions. that eve; ha pened to the Churches. Vid. So- 
crat. Eccleſ. Hitt Lib. l, Cap. 8. p. 26. If we take 

only the Word Sung {ranflated in Engliſh by con- 


Sanction from the Nicexe Synod; how great Dil. 
ferences and Feuds did it create? © The, Quarrel firſt 
began from the Uſe of &ywurloywns, and. ſuch like 
Terms, by Pope Alexander, was (Mr. Chandler tells 
us, in his valuable Hiſtory of Perſecution) continu- 
ed, and rendered irreconcilable, by / impoſing the 
dong or, as Socrates ſpeaks, the Church was 
torn in Pieces by à Civil, War, for the Sake of Alba. 
naſius and the Word conſubſtantial.“ Hiſt. p. 75, 
They who were Lovers of Strife and Contention 
more than Lovers of Truth and Charity, imme. 
iately fell a quarrelling about this Word; as the 
eee Rs. 
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* 
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* ther, under the equal Penalty of Death and Damnation; thi 
* vain Conceit, that awe can ſpeak of the Things of God better that 
in the Words of God: This deifying our own Interpretations, and 
* tyrannous inforcing them upon others: This reſtraining of the 
Word of God from that Latitude and Generality, and the Un 
* derſtandings of Men from that Liberty wherein. Chriſt and tos 
+ Apoſtles left them, is, and hath been, the only Fountain of : 
© the Schiſms in the Church; and that which makes them contin 
the common Incendiary of ,Chri/tendom ; and that which te: 
into Pięces not the Coat, but the Bowels and Members of leit 
* Chriſt, Ridente Turcd, nec dolente Tudeo. Take away thel 
Walls of Separation, and all will be quickly one: Take au. 
« perſecuting, burning, curſing, damning of Men, for not fal 
« Fribing to the Words of Men as the Words of God — [2K 
© away Tyranny, and reſtore Chriſtians to their juſt and ful 
© berty of captivating their Underſtandings to Scripture nh: / 
- * as Rivers, when they have free Paſſage, run all to the Oceal 
* ſo. it may well be hoped, by God's Bleſſing, that uniyerls 
* berty, thus. moderated, may. quickly reduce, Glrifeun 

* Truch and Unity. Chillingwarth; Clap. 4. Seft. 16, 


1 69 1 
c ; Aptos of Chriſtian Liberty aflerted informs us, p. 
And a greater Streſs was laid upon it than up» 
on n all the Articles of the Chriſtian Faith: One Par- 
« ty underſtanding it in the Sabellian Senſe, of heing 
* one individual Subſtance, and ſo that the Father and 
Sen were the ſame Being, Perſon, Agent, or God: 
The other Party, on the direct contrary, under- 
* ſtanding it to mean the ſame /pecifick Subjtance, 3 in / 
the Senſe of Tritheiſin, or Ditheiſm, which made the 
+ Father and San two diſtinct conſubſtantial Beings, 
Agents, Perſens, or Gods : Both equally deſtroy! ng 
the true Divinity of Chriſt, the Son of God; 

b one by confounding his Perſon with the Father = 
other * 7 — the ON of the one God i into 

« 3700 wage | 

ne ang the. 5 _ Orthodox, the 
i BIS uſed on cauſed infi- 
* nite Confufions in the Church : 8 even thoſe who 
agreed in the Doctrine of the Trinity, yet debated 
with one another the Term, one Subſtance, till they 
« fell. into. ſtrange Contention. See the Manner of 
theſe Things _ excellently well deſcribed by the. Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Hidoran The Clauſe of one Subſtance 
« troubled: exceedingly their Minds, and whilſt that 

they rifled and, — out the Senſe and Under- 

* ſtanding thereof even unto. the Quick; they raiſed 
civil Diſcord among themſelves, ſo that their Con- 
cluſions ſeemed nothing elſe but Combats in the 
Night, and Darkneſs, or blindfold Babbling, &c. 
* Vindication of the Orthodox Faith of the Church of 
England, p.46, 47.” Turretin too ſays, Vol. I. p.27 5. 

Quantæ turbæ propter hanc Vocem natæ ſint nemo 
* ignorat, niſi qui in, Hiſtoria Eccleſiaſtica plane eſt 
< hoſpes. And Bellarmin owns, Vol. I. p. 266. 

Iota illa trageedia, quæ Eccleſiam tot annis miſers 
vaſtavit, propter hanc unam Vocem concitata eſt.“ 
So that I wonder not to hear what the Cardinal (if 1 
remember right) ſomewhere reports. of Lauber viz. 
that he hated this Word at his very Heart. * 
F * Vocem anuma mea odit.? 


* 
. 
1 
——— ——— ——— EC. © — 3: . 2 — 
4 — 


. 
* 
. 
bf [1 
— = * = 5 —— —_ 8 — 
1 3 EY Ss I PS e © I — 
" — 2 — — — —— —— — — — 1 
— — Bs ee a need — IS — — — = . 
ho . - - — — = Gn —— — nes — = — — r — — — te” os SE EE 
3 Pio - AX SL. wed Pi, & << erm Pr: — „ — — . — — — —— ———ů — — — — — 
To r * — «x; _ - — 
— — — x — * - a — — 
K — * — - IIB) 2. I 2 — — 
— — —_—_—_ 
— — 2 —Uꝑä— — — — —— 2 — 2 = I = — — — — — — - 2 — nn 5 — — 8 2 2 —— 
— ——— — — — - — r= on n 


— ” — 
— 2 ͥͤ V — — 


— >" 2 wy 
- — —— — — — 
— — 
1 EZEY & 


. o_ — = 
— — — — — — 


— — 
2 N 


— — tm — 


— 


8 


As to the Uncharitableneſs occaſioned by the fore- 
mention'd Doctrine, and how great this has been, the 
Reader may be able partly to judge from what has 
been already ſaid. But he will be more fully convinc- 
ed of the ſame, if he attends to the Uſage of bringing 
in that Doctrine into Liſts of fundamental Articles of 
Divinity; nay, giving it here a chief Place: Making 
the Knowledge and Belief of it neceſſary, in order to 
Mens enjoying Chriſtian Communion now, and obtain- 
ing eternal Salvation at laſt: Some Specimens of 
which, therefore, I intend to add. An Trinitatis 
_ © Myfterium fit articulus fundamentalis Fidei ? Affir- 
« matur.* Turret, Vol. I. p. 277. Et ad ſtatum 
Quæſtionis obſerva, non agi tantum de Negatione 
< illius Articuli, ſed de Aimplici Ignoratione; quædam 
enim in Verbo revelata ejuſmodi ſunt ut citra Salutis 
« diſpendium poſſint ignorari, licet fine ejuſdem peri- 
< culo, non poſſint negari Sed Trinitatis non ſo- 
© lum Negatio, ſed & ſimplex Ignoratio eſt damna- 
* bilis.* And after ſome Diſtinctions about Degrees 
of Knowledge, Sc. he ſays, Quæſtio ergo eo re- 
dit, an Myſterium Trinitatis fit articulus fundamen- 
© talis qui fidelibus omnibus creditu fit neceſſarius, ut 
ſine Salutis diſpendio non modo negari, ſed nec ig- 
norari poſlit ; quod ad verſarii negant, nos aſſerimus. 
Myſterium Dei Triunici eſt fundamentum funda- 
:* mentorum, ita ut ſublata Trinitate neceſſe fit omnia 
« protinus Evangelica funditus corfuere. CheynePs De- 
dication to his Book of the divine Trinunity. The 
grand Myſtery of three divine and co- eſſential Sub- 
fſiſtents in the ſingle Godhead, is a fundamental 
Point, i. e. a Point without the plain and expreſs 
Knowledge whereof we can neither ſavingly be- 
lieve in Chriſt, nor rightly worſhip God in Chriſt 
© to the obtaining of eternal Life.“ Idem, p. 230. 
There is nothing in which a Chriſtian can err with 
Fe greater Danger, than this great and holy Myſtery 
of three Perſons in one divine Eſſence. The Con- 
ceit either of three Subſtances, or but one Subſi- 
24. | | I "$# STEELS © 49 A tence, 


Pp 


Tl. 
s ences „ is erroneous and damnable. A Writer about 
the Middle of the laſt Century, quoted in the Sober 


Appeal, p. 12. The Doctrine of three real Perſons | 


in one ——_ Godhead, is a fundamental Doctrine 
« of Chriſtianity. Of this I have largely treated elſe- 


where: Importance of the Doctrine of the Trinity 


aſſerted. * Waterland of F undamentals, p. 22. o- 


« ſcever will be ſaved, before all Things, it is neceſſary 
that he hold the Catholick Faith, which Faith 


except every one do keep pure and undefiled, he 


7 * ſhall periſh everlaſtingly. And the Catholick F aith 


is this; that we do worſhip one God in Trinity, and 
C Trinity in Unity, Sc. Where the Words [and 


the Catholick Faith] do ſo plainly determine the 


e Signification to the Explication that comes after, 
6 5 — the Word Catholick Faith, in the firſt Verſe, 
© can be no other than the fame Word, as it is de- 


© fined in the third and following Verſes. Burnet on 


© the Articles, p. 106,% © The Catholick Faith is by 
the 3d and 4th Verſes explained to be this, that 
ve worſhip. one God in Trinity, and Trinity, &c, 
© This, therefore, is declared neceſſary to be believed 


(the Catholick Faith as here expreſs'd) in order to | 


Salvation. Mpbeatly on Common-Prayer, p. 184. 

c Afterwards, 3 tis ſaid, in the Creed, He 
* that will be faved, muft thus think of the Trinity, 
ver. 27. So Mr. Anonymous calls the Doctrine of the 
Trinity, 1. e. bis, or the Atbanaſian Doctrine, the 


great fundamental in our Religion, aſſerts it be of the 


The Defign and 
Author of Chriſtian Liberty tells us) is, © To ſhew, that they who 


laſt Importance, and, that without a Belief of it, Hope 


of Salvation is vain. * Our Salvation is founded here- 


* upon.—I do, and muſt believe it, if I expect Salua- 

nion; even that Salvation which the rag hath pro- 
_ -. © miled; 

FEED of whick Book throughout (as the 


© do not profeſs, or who oppoſe, his Notion of the Trinity, ought 
* to undergo the hi gheſt m_ ch Cenſures ; to be denied Chriſ- 
I nn and to be farther puniſhed, as * _— ay 
* think fit.C 4118005 i N 


? Preface acl 


. 


1 
-+ miled, the Son purchaſed, and the Spirit e Fit 
p. 22, 23. Let rhe Reader alſo conſult a Diſcourſe 
concerning the Neceſſity of believing the Doctrine or 
the Trinity, printed by E. Matthews, 1519. Chap. * 
He may ſee too, if he pleaſes, Dt. Mangey's Sermon, 
entitled, Plain Notions of our Lord's Divinity 
33, 34. And a Vindication of the Orthodox Fai 1 0 
and Doctrine of the Church of England, p. 2 1 5 
26, 50, 54, 55» 56. 
I come now to the laſt Ground of Diſlike to thi 
Athanafian Doctrine of the Trinity mentioned in my 
Letter, namely, that this Doctrine has produced a- 
bundance of ignorant, unmeaning, uncommanded Wor- 
ſhip: Not only direct Invocations of the TR INIT v (ex, 
gr.) and Prayers to Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 4. 
three in one, and one in three : But Doxologies likewiſe 
addreſſed to each of theſe three Perſons, equalizing 
them in Power and Glory, Vid. p. 7. And that oll 
theſe Forms or Kinds of Worſhip abound in Chriſten- 
dom, more eſpecially the Church of Rome, is notoriau 
true: Nor do I think I have given them an S 4 
Epithets, and Characters, than they really 
For with reſpect to invoking the hol ſacred Ti. 
ty together, or calling upon, and preſenting Pra ers 
to Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, as the Triune an 7 
Is that to be done with Meaning and Underſtanding? 
Does a Man, when he thus prays, know who and 
| What he worſhips? Can he have any clear Conceptions 
of the Object of his Addreſſes; or confiftent Jdras 
affixed in his Mind to the Words he may utter with 
his Lips? As fuppoſe, for Inſtance, in the following 
Forms. O Holy T; rinity, one God, have Mercy * 
< us. May the Bleſſing of God the Trinity, Father, Son, 
and Spirit, one co- * co-eſſential Three, deſcend 
upon us, and dwell in our 1 O holy conſub- 
ſtantial and undivided Trinity, pitious to us; 
and grant us Faith in thee, as eh, 1 and a 
©. That rejecting all the fallacious Suggeſtions of ſhart 
17 Nen we may continue N to adore thee, 0 
AN . 
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6 every V. ay co-equal Perſons in the fame indivifibi 
« Deity, till we come hereafter to % bliſsful Preſence, 


Face: Let Mr. Anonymous explain theſe Things, 
and free them from the Imputation of Nonſenſe and 


Terms, three diſtin Agents for Perſons] and one God, 
into an intelligible and conſiſtent Propoſition, The. 
Author of the Sober Appeal, p. 11. ſcruples not to 


affirm, © That theſe Expreſſions, ſo far as we are al- 
* lowed to come at their Meaning, do involve, or car- 
ry in them a real Contradiction. And I never yet 


© (fays he) met with any Senſe bf them, which did 
© not evidently appear inconſiſtent either with the 


« diftin&t Perſons on the one Hand, or elſe with the 
© Notton they have always had of one God on 
the other.“ Vid. alſo p. 53, 54. And if a Perſon's 
Worſhip may juſtly be charged with want of Know- 


Trinity, or to God, as three in one, and one in three; 
and Sim, by Way of Invocation; *twill be readily 
granted, that it is no leſs liable to the ſame Charge, 
when he thus addreſſes -him in a Way of Doxology. 
And both Ways are deſervedly reckoned and ſtiled 
unſcriptural, ſeeing not ſo much as one Rule or Exam- 
ple for either is to be met with throughout the New 
Teitament. Nor need it ſeem ſtrange, that no ſuch 
Thing here occurs, becauſe (as my Letter adds) the 
New Teftament repreſents God, even the Father, as 
the moſt proper, conſtant Obje& of our Addreſſes in 


| refer the Reader to the Paſſages and Texts colle&ed 
: 15,59, HY , 
* The firſt of theſe is a common Form of. Addreſs uſed in Po- 


© Precatio (inquit) vulgo trita eſt, Sancta Trinitas unus Deus miſe- 
rere noſtri, mihi non placet, ac ominino Barbariem ſapit. Ep. 
ad Pelon. 591. Ed. Amſt. The other two I have extracted from 
a Popiſh Book of Devotions, written in the ancient Way of Ofti- 
Les printed at Roar, 1672. 3 ; | 


NT WFTW» 


[ 


1 1 


«and ſee the Myſtery revealed in thy own glorious 


Atſurdity, if he can. Or let him even reduce the 


Notion that all Mankind have ever had of three 


ledge and Meaning, when he addreſſes to God the 


Worſhip, p. 7. For the Truth of which Aſſertion, 


piſh Countries, which Calvin exprefles 2 particular Diſlike' of. - 
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one, as [adus] thou, Father, art in me, and! 


1741 


by Dr. Clarke, in his Scripture Doctrine of the Trini- 


ty, Chap. 1. Sect. 4. p. 64, & ſeq. wherein the Wor-. 


ſhip to be paid to God the Father, whether by Adora- 
tion and Prayer, or "Thankſgiving and Praiſe, is de- 


ſcribed and ſet forth. And though there be a Wor- 
ſhip belonging to the Son, as we are u taught 


in the New Teſtament; yet it differs from what we 
are required to pay the Father, not being ſupreme and 
ultimate, as that is, but ſubordinate and "mediate. I 


wiſh for nothing more than to have this important 
Matter determined by every Command and Inftance of 
addreſſing Worſhip to him, that is to be produced, 


The Precepts and Examples hereof on which the 
greateſt Streſs is laid, are, I think, theſe that folluw; 


whoſe Meaning ought, therefore, to be carefully en- 


quired into. Jobn v. 23. That all Men ſhould ho- 
nour the Son, even as they honour the Father. But 
is there not a plain Diſtinction, or Limitation here- 
upon, ſuggeſted to us in the very Words that imme- 


diately go before, and in thoſe that immediately come 


after, as Dr. Clarke obſerves, Anſwer to the Author 
of ſome Conſiderations, p. 260. Here is an ex- 
« preſs Diſtinction, or Limitation added, from the 


© Reaſon and End of the Honour paid to the Son, 


The Reaſon or Ground of it is, that the Father hath 
committed all Judgment to the Son; and the Eu 
© of it is to the Honour of the Father which ſent 
< him. Our Saviour's own Words are; The Father 
* judgeth no Man, but hath committed all Fudgment 10 
+ the Son: That all Men ſhould honour the Son, even 
© as they bonour the Father : He that honoureth not tht 


Son, honoureth not the Father, which ſent him. Be- 


* ſides, the Word [xaSws, even as] in St. Joln's Stile, 
never fignifies an exact Equality, but only a gene. 
ral Similitude. Thus, John xvii. 11. That they all 


may be one, 4s [zaSws] we are. Ver. 14. The) 
are not of the World, even as [xa N I am not 


© of the World. Ver. 21. That they all may be 


* 7 
ö 
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« thee. Ver. 23. Thou haſt loved them, as Ia 


lection Queries, p. 95, 96, 97, 3 
Again, Phil. ii. 10, 11. God hath highly exalted 
him, and given [ freely beſtowed on, Lyagiocle] him 
a Name which is above every Name, that at the 
Name of Jeſus every Knee ſhould bow [every Thing 
ſhould be ſubje& to his Dominion -] of Things in 


Earth: And that [acccordingly in Acknowledgment 
of that Dominion] every Tongue ſhould confeſs, that 
Jeſus Chriſt is Lord, to the Glory of Gop TRE Fa- 
THER. Can any Worſhip elſe be here defigned to be 
ſignified, than that which is of an inferior, mediate 
Kind, a Worſhip expreſly referr'd to another. and de- 


the Glory of GOD THE FaTreR®? But Mr. 5 
tells his Reader the Words, drt Kuęios Inode Xetsoc 
as dotav Oe Lale e, ſhould be more literally tranſ- 
ated, as it is in many Verſions, that the Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt is in the Glory of God the Father, i. e. hath 
the ſame Glory that He hath. This he borrows, I 
ſuppoſe, from Dr. Waterland's Second Defence, p. 
390. And the Reader will find a fit Anſwer to it re- 
turn'd, in Obſervations on that Defence, p. 20. can- 
not but wonder, whence it comes to paſs, that ſome 


ver be made to underſtand Grammar. For becauſe 


Caſe) to amount to the ſame Thing in Senſe, they 
may, in that Caſe (not indeed be put the one for the 
other, but) either of them be uſed indifferently, and 
with equal Propriety ; therefore, in other Caſes, where 
they will not amount to the ſame Thing in Senſe, and 


will ſtill contend, that one of them may be put for 
'K 2 


* Dr. Clarks Anſwer, ibid. p. 240. 
Wid, Sober Appeal, p. 126. 


a8 


* 


« thou haſt loved me.“ Vid. on this Text likewiſe Col- 


Heaven, and Things in Earth, and Things under the 


cared to tend to his Toy; as the ultimate End, viz. 


Men of great Abilities, and great Learning, can ne- 
where two different Phraſes happen (in any particular 


where they cannot be uſed with equal Propriety, Men 
the other : Than which nothing can be more abſurd ; 


as muſt needs be evident to every one whip will be 


 Blefſins, Honour, Glery, to the Lamb, and to him 


Þ 


pleaſed to make Trial of it in his own Mother T ongue. , 


But to inſtance in the Word here referred to. If! 
mean to affirm, that a Man is in tbe Field, I can, 


* 


with equal Propriety of Speech, ſay, eithet that he 


| is a yew, or as & ecu 3 becauſe the Senſe, in this 


Caſe, happens to be the fame, whether I ſay, chat he 


is in the Field, or that he is gone, or carried into the 
Field. But, if I intend to expreſs, that Graſs grows in 


the Field, I cannot ſay as ayegov, but only iv. def. 
When Dr. /-—-4d apprehends the Reaſon of this, 
he will know why he could not (though he: fancies he 
might ) have inſiſted on the rendering of the Text here 
mentioned.” Again, Rev. v. 11, 12. The Angels, 
and a numberleſs Number beſides, join in ſaying, 
worthy is the Lamb that was ſlain to feceive Power, 
tc, Yea, and every Creature which is in Heaven, 
and on Earth, and under the Earth, and ſuch as 
are in the Sea, and all that are in them, heard I, ſay- 
ing, Bleſſing, and Honour, and Glory, and Power, 
be unto him that fitteth on the Throne, and unto 
the Lamb for ever and ever. Here then, fays Mr. 
Anonymous (p. 18.) we find the whole Creation 
« aſcribing the very /ame Morſbip with the fame 
© Breath, and in the fame Words to the Father and 
to the Lamb. Here then is equal Worſhip paid to 
* bath, and that by the whole World. What can 
© be faid to this? Why, *tis eaſy to reply, that tho 
the Words expreſſing the Worſhip: paid, are the fame; 


that fits upon the Throne : Yet the Lamb, ſtanding a. 
mong the Elders, in the Midſt, or before the Midi, 
of the Throne, and God repreſented as fitting on the 
Throne of Majeſty, make a ſenſible Difference of 
the two Objects, enough to diſtinguiſh the Nature of 
the Worſhip paid to each. Eſpecially conſidering 
withal what immediately precedes in Verſes 9, 10 
where the new Song of Praiſe mention'd, as A 


e 


T 


- 7 


that may poſſibly amount to no more, as Mr. Euhn 


ers to Jeſus Chriſt, as their 
them to God. So that 


1 

to the Lamb, is expreſſy ſaid, to be up Account of © 
his dying, that he might redeem us with bis Blood, &c. 
and making us Kings and Preefts :' Both- which too are 
here affirm'd to be — TO GOD, i. e. to Him that 
fitteth upon the Throne, viz. to the Father ;  Kypioc 
tos 6 IIaw lone Je, The Lord God Supreme Ruler 
over all'. They ſung a new Song, faying, Thou 
art worthy to talce E Book, Sc. For thou waſt 
flain, and haſt redeemed us to God by thy Blood out 
of every Kindred and Tongue, and Peaple, and Na- 
tion, and haſt made us unto our GOI . and 


Prieſts. 

As to Chriſtians being 0 by this, that 
they call upon the Name of Jeſus Chriſt, which Mr. 
4 farther urges to ſhew, that ſupreme Worſhip 
is due to him, as well as to the Father (For Who 
will dare to ftile this inferior Worſhip ?- p. 17.) 
The Reader muſt note, that to call on of Name of 
Chriſt, is a Phraſe uſed in great Variety of Senſes * in 
the New Teſtament : But allowing it to fi direct - 


ly invoking, or praying to him in his own Perſbn, 


has obſerved, than applying to him as the one Mediator 
between God and Men, with Deſire to have the Help 
and Benefit of his Interceſſion. Tis apparent, ſays 
the ſame Writer, that the current Method of | 
New Teſtament is to pray to God by Jeſus Chriſt; | 
* or in his Name, as our Interceſſor. And this is 
© the conſtant Strain of the truly Primitive Writers, 
* as appears in Clemens A in Polycarp's Prayer ' 
* in Origen's Prayer, Sc. offered their Pray 

ir Hen. Prieſt, —— 
though it ſeems, in ſome 
* ſort, to be one Act of Worſhip, yet there is a Sub- 
* ordination in the ꝛ Objects, that ate ſo conjoined; 


* whether I pray expreſly to God, or nee 


27. 14 Dr. Clarke's 5 ** to the Author of Some Conkiders- 


tions, p. 264. 


> Dr. Clarke's Scripture Doctrine, p. 139. 


Por if I pray to God, 'tis that he will accept and 
1 < help [or bets) me, through Jeſus Chriſt : And if 1 
pray to Jeſus Chriſt, tis that he will help me by 
< interceding with the Father. Tis He [God the Fa. 
ther] only, to whom I principally and ultimately 
1 pay my Worſhip, though I honour. the Sox as my 
17 great Advocate and Prieſt, to preſent it with Ad- 
vantage. This is the plain, eaſy Senſe of the Goſ⸗ 
3 < pel. I no otherwiſe call on him, than as I believe 
it on him, and come to him, which is only as the 
Way to the Father, not as to the Supreme Himſelf, 
* which is never required.“ Vid. Emlyn's Tracts, p. 
55, 56, 57, 58. I leave it then to the Reader to 
judge, from the Commands and Examples for worſhip- 
ping Chriſt that have been produc'd, and which are 
confeſſedly, I think, the Principal, whether it be as 
Mr. 1-—--s boldly aſſerts, a clear and undeniable Caſe, 
that the s a M E Glory, or that equal Glory is aſcribed to 
bim with the Father, p. 18. But Mr. 45 far- 
ther affirms, That the whole Church, in the New 
Teſtament, worſhip Jeſus Chriſt immediately and 
© ultimately,” and brings, as an Inſtance to prove it; 
AFs i. 24, 25, Sc. The Words there are, And they, 
_ viz; the Apoſtles and Diſciples, prayed and ſaid, Thou 
Lord, which knoweſt the Hearts of all Men, ſhew 
whether of theſe two thou haſt choſen, ' that he ma 
take Part of this Miniſtry and Apoſtleſhip, from whi 
Judas, by Tranſgreſſion, fell, that he might go to 
ik his-own Place. And they gave forth the Lots, Sc.“ 
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But no expreſs Mention is at all here made of Jeſus 
Chriſt ; and though Woltzogenius thinks the Prayer di- 
| rected to bim, yet he does not, in my Apprehenfion, 
4 fully ſupport this Opinion ; and I know of nothing to 

i} hinder, but that we may well ſuppoſe: the Prayer to 
be addreſs'd to God the Father: So that this In- 
tance of Worſhip anſwers not the Purpoſe for which 
it is alledged. _. „ 2 

With Reſpect to the grand Objections made by Mr. 
4 againſt a ſubordinate, mediatorial Foe 
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from the firſt Commandment, and Matth, iv. 10. 
they are thoroughly confidered, and effectually ſolved 
by the Author of the Reply to Dr. Vaterland's De- 
fence, under the Queſtions relating to divine Adora- 
tion and Worſhip, P. 354, & ſeq. Likewiſe by the 
Author of the Sober Appeal, p. 121, & ſeq. And 
more lately till, by the Author of a Charitable Diſ- 
quiſition concerning the Importance of the Trinity, p. 
4, & ſeq. The laſt of which Authors will lead him 
to the right Senſe of a Text whereon he lays a vaſt, 
but undue Streſs; Doing Service to them, who by Na- 
tare are not God, Gal. iv. 8. 7.4648 
As to other Objections of his againſt mediate and 
inferior Worſhip, which are not made from the Scrip- 
ture, I ſhall think I am excuſable in letting them go 
unanſwered. = 3 $665 36 , 
My Letter adds, that as for putting up Prayers di- 
rectly and expreſly to the Perſon of the Holy Spirit, 
though there may ſeem to be a Foundation for-it in 
the Oeconomy of the Goſpel; yet not ſo much as 
one clear. Command or Example of this can be produced, 
p. 7. Now Mr. Anonymous would fain make an Ad- 


vantage of the Words, there may ſeem to be a Foun- 


dation for this, Sc. And accordingly he aſks, p. 
19. Would there have been any, even a ſeeming 
Foundation for it, without ſome Reality in the Na- 
ture of Things? But one might eaſily turn up- 
on him, and aſk again, if there be a 9 
ſuch Practice, real and ſolid, as he ſuppoſes, en't it 
ſtrauge, that we ſhould have it 20 where mentioned 
nor preſcribed ?. How comes it to paſs, that the Serip- 
ture is wholly filent upon this Affair; that not one 
Precept or Example for it is here to be found? Which, 

notwithſtanding the ſeveral Texts and Paſſages he 
has quoted, I muſt perſiſt in affirming to be the 


Truth of the Cafe. © Thoſe two relating to Baptiſm 
and Bleſſing, have been conſidered before: As alſo 


that in Ja. vi. compared with Aas xxviii. 25. To 
which he adds, As iv. 24, 28. 1 Cer, iti; 16. com- 
by "4s & pared 


... [%J3, 
pared with Chap. vi. 19. 1 Cor. xii. 9—11. Neu. l. J. 
2.Theſ. mi. 5. And each of theſe, it ſhall now be my 
Buſineſs particularly to examine 

The firſt is As iv. 24, 28. When they heard 


6: 
* $ 


that, they lift up their Voice to God with one Ac- 
cord, and faid, Lord, thou art God, which haſt 


made Heaven and the Earth, and the Sea, and all 
© that in them is. Who by the Mouth of thy Ser- 
* vant David haft ſaid, Why did the Heathen rage, 
and the People imagine a vain Thing, &c.* Where, 
Mr. A——- will have it, That the Perſon, who by 
the Mouth. of his Servant David had ſaid, &c. and 
is called God, and that with an Article too, yea, 
and Azond1ns,. a Word fignifying ſupreme Domini- 
on, is the Holy Ghoſt. Several Things (he tells 
us) in the Context confirm it; and in particular 
when they pray, ver. 29. that he would grant un- 
to them, that with all Boldneſs they might ſpeak 
his Word, and might be enabled to do Miracles: 


K K K M A A „ „ 


« Becauſe it is his peculiar Work to encourage the 


faithful Minifters of the Word under Affliction and 
Perſecution; it was by bim our Lord himſelf, as 
Mediator, wrought his Miracles, Matth. xi. 28. 
and from him the Diſciples were to receive Power to 
* work Signs and Wonders, and, indeed, all neceſſary 
Furniture for their Work, Luke xxiv. 49. compar'd 


with Ads i. 8. p. 20.“ This he has the Aſſurance. 


to call an IN SALLIBIE Rule of interpreting; when 
yet a bare Peruſal of the whole: Prayer is enough, I 
apprehend, to convince every Body how e 


he is miſtaken. Lord, thou art God, who haſt made 


Heaven, Sc. Who by the Mouth of thy Servant 
David ſaidſt, Why did, &c. The Kings of the 
Earth ſtood up, and the Rulers were gathered toge- 
ther againſt the Lord, and againſt his Chriſt. For of 
a Truth againſt tby Holy Child Feſus, whom Thou halt 
anointed, both Herod and Pontius Pilate, with the 
Gentiles, and People of Iſrael, were gathered toge. 


ther, for to do whatſoever thy Hand and 2% Counſel 


determined 


SS 2 611 Smet a a... 


T8 Z i 11 
determitied before to be done. And now, Lord, be- 
hold their Threatrfings; and grant unto thy Servants; 
that with all Boldneſs they may ſpeak thy 2 
by ſtretching forth 2 Hand to heal; and — 1 8 
and Wonders Lay be done by the Name of thy ly 
Child Feſus. Gr. races o, rendered, Math: xii. 18. 
thy Servant, and ſo in this Prayer, DM 2861 5 
The next Paſlages are, 1 Cor. iii. 16. and Chap, vi. 
19. compar d. Know ye not, that ye are the Tem- 
* ple of God, and that the Spirit of God dwelleth in 
_ © you? Again, Know ye not, that ye are the Tem- 
ple of the- Holy Ghoſt, which is in you; which 
© ye have of God? Whence it is evident, ſays Mr. 
© Anonymous, that he is God, and the peculiar Object 
* of all religious Worſhip. A Temple is built only 
for God, and is his Habitation; but a God who is 
not to be worſhipped is not God and for Believers 
* to forget to worſhip him; whoſe Temples they are, 
muſt needs be wickedly fooliſn and ungtateful. But 
we are to underſtand the Term God, in the firſt of 
theſe Paſſages, as ſignifying the Father ; not only be- 
cauſe in many Hundreds of other Places, where it oc- 
curs, put abſolutely, it has no other Signtheation z but 
even here, in the preceding Context, ver. 9. We are 
Labourers together of God: Te are God's Huſ- 
bandry, ye are God's Building, meaning, i. e. God 
the Father's; Who is contradiſtinguiſhed, the Reader 
vill obſerve, from the Foundation of the Building 
ſpoken of preſently after, ver. 11. viz. Jeſus Chriſt. 
And is not the obyious Senſe of the Apoſtle then, 
that they were the Temple of God, even the Father, 
for as much, as he, by "a Holy Gbaſt, who was his, 
Spirit; and Gift, influenced and inhabited them? The. 
latter Clauſe, in my Opinion, ſerves to explain the 
former, and lets us know why, or upon what Ac-. 
count, they might be properly ſtiled the Temple of 
God, Ye are his Temple, 9. d. becauſe, or 3 
that his Spirit dwelleth in you. So in the reh 45 7 
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© and Graces ?* But one would be apt to ſuſpe@ this 


[ 32 S 
Holy Ghoſt, which is in you, which ye land of 
GOD, i. e. Your Bodies, by being Temples of the 
Holy Ghoſt, are the Temples of God, for he refides 
in you by his Holy Spirit. Thus too, 2 Cor. vi. 16, 


| What Concord hath Chriſt with Belial, or what A. 
greement hath the Temple of God with Idols? For ye 


are the Temple of the living God; an holy Temple 


in, and by, the Lord, built for an Habitaticn of God, 


thro the Spirit; as *tis elſewhere expreſſed, Epheſ. i, 


towards the latter End. Wherefore Mr. As wite- 
drawn Argument for the Worſhip of the Spi it, from 


this Text, becomes weak, and of none Ef 


- The next Paſſage from whence he ftrives to infer i, 
1s, 1 Cor. xü. 7-11. where the Apoſtle affures us, 


That to one is given by the Spirit the Word of Wil 
dom,—to another Faith by the /ame Spirit,—to ano- 
ther the Working of Miracles ;—but all theſe work- 


eth that one and the ſelf-ſame Spirit, dividing to every 


Man ſeverally, as he will. Whence it is plain, fays 
C Mr. A s, that he is, what none but God Moſt 
© High can be, the Principle, Author, and Diſpoſer 
© of all ſpiritual Gifts and Graces. Is not then Wor- 


© ſhip due to him? Shall we not pray to him, whos | 


© the immediate Giver and Worker of' all theſe Gifts 


Man had not read, or, however, not heedfully at- 
tended to the Verſes going before, ver. 4, 5, & 6. in 
which St. Paul fays, There are Diverſities of Gifts, 
but the ſame Spirit: And there are Differences of Ad- 
miniſtrations, but the ſame Lord: And there are Di- 
verfities of Operations, but it is the ſame God which 
worketh all, and in all. Where the Gradation ſeems 
to me remarkably fine and beautiful. The Apoſtle be- 
gins with the Holy Spirit, and his various Gifts : Then 


comes to the Lord, i. e. our Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, and 


kis ſeveral Adminiſtrations: And, at length, "ends 


with "GOD, and his Ener ies, or Workings. It is 
: the Tame God who wor all in all, i. e. God the 


um omnium 
Principia 


- Father, WhO WM Fon, b und rin, 


e 
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Principium, as Eraſmus and Beza on the Place ſpeak: 
Aug 6 IIa du Ts N iy TW Tveuualt ivegya XK 
icο T4 Tdvla. He, the Father himſelf, through 
the Word, in, or by the Spirit, worketh and giveth 
all Things, ſays Athanaſius, in his Comment on the 
Paſſage, Epiſt. 1. ad Serap. de Spiritu Sancto; which 
is a ſufficient Dire&ion to any attentive Reader, how 
what St. Paul afterwards affirms, ver. 11. is to be 
underſtood. Let the Reader conſult on the 4th; 
5th, and 6th Verſes, an excellent Diſcourſe of Dr. 
Clarke's, Vol. VI. p. 105,.& ſeq. and he may ſee a 
brief, eaſy Explication of them in Dr. Watts Difſer- 
tations, Part II. p. 171. 3 | 
Another Text that Mr. A——-s alledges in Behalf 
of worſhipping.the Holy Ghoſt by Prayer, is, Rev. i. 
4. Where, ſays he, the Apoſtle John prays for 
Grace and Peace to the ſeven Churches in A/a, not 
only from him which is, and which was, and which 
is to come; but from the ſeven Spirits which are 
before his Throne, i. e. the Holy Ghoft, ſo deſcribed 
from the Fulneſs and Variety of his gracious Opera- 
* tions, as is not only clear from the Nature of 
* Things, and all the Words of the Text, but put 
beyond all Doubt from Chap. iv. 5. Chap. v. 6. 
compared with Zech. iii. 9. and Chap. iv. 10.“ But 


Dy 


Sn 


4 


the learned Fo. Mede has a Differtation on the laft 
cited Place, to prove the contrary: And he under- 
takes to ſnew, That by the ſeven Spirits here, the 
Holy Ghoſt cannot be meant, but rather ſeven arch, 
* or principal Angels, agreeable to the Tradition of 
the Jeros.“ See this Author's Works, p. 42. Dr. 
Hammond too thinks, and endeavours to prove it, 
That by the ſeven Spirits, Angels are denoted, An- 
notations, p. 767. And if it be thought ſtrange, that 
Jobn ſhould pray for Grace and Peace from theſe 
* Beings, as here he may ſeem to do, I anſwer, ſays 
* he, firſt, That the Words Peace be to, or with 
* you, and others like them, are but a Form of Greet- 
ing, or Salutation, which includes in it all good 
LY Ee + Wilkes 
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Prayer to the {Perſon or] Perſans named in the 
Form: ¶ There being a conſiderable Difference, as 
he ſhews, between Salutations or Greetings, and for- 
* mal-Prayers.] But, ſecondly, Suppoſing it a Pray. 


“ er, yet, as the Action of Prayer is not addreſſed to 


the ſeven. Spirits, whether immediately, or termina- 
s tively, there can be no Inconvenience from thence 


_ £ to define the Spirits to be Angels. For 'tis certain, 


the Angels are uſed by God as Inftruments to con- 
s vey his Mercies to us; (and the Word Peace, as the 
s Hebrew Shalom, in Salutations, eſpecially ſignifies all 
Kind of Mercies, all Proſperity) and then thoſ 

* Mercies come from the Angels immediately, = 
originally from God, Sc.“ The Reader may alfo 

ſee the worthy Mr. Baxter, on the Place, who notes, 
1. That it is Angels, and not the Holy Ghoſt's ſe- 
ven Graces, that are here meant, is after manifeſted, 
7 Farther, This is no Prayer to theſe Angels, but a 
Notice of God's Mercies [or Benefits] communicated 


* 
. 


The laſt Text cited by Mr. 4——-s, as home and 
Full to his Purpoſe, is, 1 TÞefſ. iti. 5. The Lord di- 
rect your Hearts into the Love of God, and into 
the patient Waiting for Chriſt. Here, ſays he, are 


L all the three mentioned, and each diſtinguiſhed from 


the other, ſo that we cannot miſtake. The Prayer 
$ is then addreſſed immediately to the Spirit, here 
called the Lord, that he would direct, i. e. tum 
? and incline them to, and eſtahliſn them in, the 
Love of the Father, eig rh yroporſv Ts Nets, 
and into the Patience of Chriſt. This is the Spi 
* rit's particulrr Work, and to him the Prayer is plain- 
£ ly put up, p. 21, 22.“ But we have no need to 
underſtand, by the Term Lord in this Text, any. 
other Perſon than is generally ſuppoſed to be denoted 
by it in the Context, as well as throughout the New 
Leftament, namely, our Lord and Saviour Jeſus 
Chriſt. For though; I grant, that if ſo there with 


v3 
4 


7 


„ 
a Repetition of Characters, in one and the fame 
Sentence, belonging to the ſame Perſon; yet this is 
not new with St. Paul; the like is to be obſerved 
elſewhere, once and again, in his Epiſtles. 1 Thefſ. ui. 
12, 13. The Lord make you to increaſe and abound 
in Love towards all Men, to the End He may eftabliſh 
your Hearts unblameable in Holineſs before God, 
even our Father, at the Coming of our Lord Jeſus 
Chrift. And, 1 Cor. i. 7, 8. Our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
who ſhall alſo confirm you unto the End, that ye 
may be blameleſs in the Day of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 
In which Paſſage, as Dr. Clarke takes Notice, The 
Name Jeſus Chriſt is expreſly added to the Appella- 
tion Lord, in both Parts of the Sentence. Vid. 
Script. Doct. p. 127. and Commentary on forty ſelect 
Texts, in Anſwer to Nelſon, p. 203, 204. And 
may not Prayer be offered to our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
not only for Bleflings, which he himſelf beftows 
don us, but thoſe alſo which are beſtowed more im- 
5 medately by his Spirit, ſuch as Illumination, Sanc- 
* tification, and Sim? This the Scripture teaches in 
_ © ſeveral Places, Dr. Wattss Chriſt. Doct. p. 210 L 
leave it now to the Deciſion of any impartial Reader, 
whether one clear Command, or Example, for putting 
up Prayers directly to the Perſon of the Spirit, has 
been, or is likely to be produce. 
My Letter adds, that, I think, in nothing Chriſ- 
tians ought to be more cautious of being wiſe above 
what is written, than in the Affair of religious Mar- 
ſhip, p. 8. The Reaſon whereof is obvious and plain, 
ſeeing one ſpecial End for which the Seri was 
given, was to direct and regulate our Worſhip : Nor 
can there be any better, or more perfect Forms of it, 
than thoſe which are here ſet down*. And hence, 


according 


' 2 It were much to be wiſhed, therefore, that the moſt ancient 
Forms had always been ed: And that the _ uſed 

the Primitive Church (after the Example of Scripture) of directing 
Worſhip, particularly Prayers, uniformly to the Perc of the Fa- 


T1149 


1 according to the next Poſition in my Letter; if we ate 
1 not to confine ourſelves altogether to the Doxologies of 
ol! Scripture z tis ſafeſt, however, to adhere and keep to 
theſe: Becauſe, in ſo doing, we are plainly under 
the Protection of a divine Warrant and Rule. Nor 
does Mr. , dare to ſpeak in Contradiction of 
this. However, ſays he, p. 15. © Surely it can't be 

* unſafe to aſcribe equal Glory to each of them, to 
whom we are equally dedicated in Baptiſm:* But if 
he could prove, which hitherto he has not been able 
to do, that we are dedicated in Baptiſm to Father, 
Son, and Spirit, and that equally ; *twill remain a 
Queſtion, whether a Perſon is ſafe in addreſſing 
Doxologies to them, and giving them equal Glory 
and Honour, having no Direction nor Orders ſo to 
do from the New Teſtament. Can it be ſafe to prac- 
tiſe of our own Heads, in Matters of ſo high and mo- 
mentous a Nature, as thoſe of Chriſtian Worſhip ? 
What Anſwer ſhall we make, if the Queſtion be aſk'd 
us, Who hath required ſuch Things at your Hands? 

I go on, and ſay, that when Glory and Honour are, 

at any Time, aſcribed to Father, Son, and Spirit, 1 
would be underſtood to mean what is reſpectively due 
to them, for their diſtinct Powers, Offices, and Agen- 
cies in the Creation, Gavernment, Redemption, Sanc- 
tiſication, and Salvation of Man, p. 8. Concerning 
which the Reader will be pleaſed to obſerve, that! 
ſpeak it not with any Intention to abet or encourage 
the common Doxalogies, wherein are thoſe Aſcriptions: 
But only to let all know, with whom I am con- 
cern'd in Worſhip, when ſuch Doxologies are _ 
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2her, in the Name, and through the Mediation of the Son, by the 
Alance, and under the Direction and Influence of the Holy Spirit, 
Had been conſtantly retained ; rather than that Forms compoſed in 
the later and diſputacepus Ages of the Church had been intro. 
duced. Many of the moſt eminent of the firſt Reformers were of 
this Opinion ; and the moſt conſiderate Perſons, in all Times, who 
have been diſpoſed to prefer Peace and Charity in the: Church of 
God, before. other Conſiderations, have, in this Matter, agreed 
| With them. See Modeſt Plea, p. 117, 118, and alſo p. 176, 177 
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what Conſtruction I put upon them in my own Mind. 
And whereas Mr. A4 s ſeems to be diſpleaſed with 
applying the Term Office to God the Faber, in that 
he ſpeaks of it as quite /frange, or new to him, and 
what he never heard of before : He hereby plainly 
ſhews, how well read and vers'd he is in the Frinita- 
ran Controverſy. Dr. Clarke, in his excellent Intro- 
duction to his Script. Doct. p. 35. has the Term 16 
applied: And from thence it was, indeed, I borrow- 
ed moſt of the Expreſſions above-mentioned, vx. 
Powers, Offices, &c. The ſame celebrated Writer, 
in a Sermon of his before referred to, on 1 Cor. xii. 
4, 5, 6. begins thus. © In theſe Words we have an 
Account of three divine Perſons concerned in bring- 
ing about the Salvation of Men; and a brief De- 
« claration of the Nature of their ſeveral Offices, in 
« accompliſhing that great and merciful Deſign.” And 
after having conſidered briefly that which 1s ſpecula- 
tive, relating to their Eſſence, he comes to conſider 
that which is moral, relating to their Offices, p. 121. 
The Remarker on Dr. Clarke's Script. Do&. p. 107. 
+ fays, There is, no Doubt, Honour due to each Per- 
* ſon [of the Trinity] diſtinctly, upon Account of 
© their reſpective Characters, Powers, and Offices: 
This is the acknowledged Doctrine of our Church, 
* &c.” Again, p. 128. As to what is purely theo- 
logical in this Matter, viz. the diſtinct Powers, and 
* Offices of the three Perſons in the Creation, Govern- 
ment, Redemption, and Sanctification of Man, in 
* theſe Things the Orthodox agree with Dr. Clarke, 
* and with Mr. }/hi/#0n, and with all that allow a 
Trinity of Perſons in any Senfe,” The Author of 
a Letter to Mr. Cummin tells him, p. 6. Sir, the 
* Faith once delivered to the Saints, was but one, aud 
* that delivered once, for all, in the Words of Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles. Content yourſelf with that Faith, 
and we are agreed. Will you be woot” 
HERE © whK 
I confeſs I never heard of the Office, or Offices, of the Fa- ; 
ther, till now, p. 17. ; | 0 


— . 
G . . 


6 
what the Father has ſaid of himſelf, of the Sch / 
and of the Holy Ghoſt ? Will Chriſt's own Declaz 
rations of the Father, Himſelf, and the Holy Spi- 
. rit, pleaſe you? Will all that is ſaid by the four 
i Evangelifts, and all the other canonical Writers, 
concerning the Sacred Three, ſufficiently deſcribe | 
their Nature, Diſtinctions, and Offices ? &c.“ Dr. 

Watts, Chrift. Do&. p. 190. lays down this Propofi-. 
tion: We are bound to pay divine Honours to each 
of the Sacred Three, viz. the Father, the Son, and 
the Holy Ghoſt, according to their diſtinct Charac- 
© ters and Offices aſſigned them in Scripture.” Aſter 
which he proceeds to confider in what Manner the 
_ Scripture repreſents their diſtinct Characters and Offices; 
And firſt (ſays he) of the Father." Again, p. 231. 
We may, in our Thoughts (when the common 
© Doxologies are uſed) give Adoration and Thanks to 
each of the Sacred Three, for the various and diſ- 
< tint Offices they ſuſtain, and diſtin Benefits we 
receive from them.” And Dr. Waterland has the 
Term Office applied to the Father very frequently 
in his Writings. Second Defence, p. 20. * Supre- 
© macy of Office, by mutual Concert and Agreement, 
belongs to the Father.” P. 43. The Father is in 
© Office ſuperior, by mutual Concert and Agreement. 
P. 111. Conſidering the two Perſons, Father and 
Son, and their diſtinct Offices. P. 177. It was more 
© congruous, that he who was firſt in Order (namely, 
* the Father) ſhould be firſt in Office too.? | 
My Letter concludes the Head I have been _ 
thus. The aſcribing the ſame or equal Glory to Fa- 
ther, Son, and Spirit, adoring them as three Perſons, 
and the one true, and living, ſupreme God, or devoting 
and dedicating ourſelves to them as ſuch ;, I cannot 
help ſignifying my great Diſſatisfaction with, and tis 
what I do, from this Time, enter a ſerious Proteſt 
againſt, p. 8. This, Mr. Anonymous imagines, will 
be regarded by none but thoſe like myſelf ; and ſays, 
it deſerves no other Treatment, than to be laugh'd 


— — r —— 
R K Ka a 


ry 


11 
1 
3 
Z 
4 
4 
: 
4 
t 
i #þ 
. 
i 
> 
, 
Fit 
bj 
. 


- ——— — — 
4 - 
2 pn — — 


_ 
3 — 4 _ _—_ 
5 —— — — 
8 — 
Ame PREP 2% Le 


* - * Fa — "OY 
wy — — — — — — 


, 
0 «4 ” 4 ba _ 

a 5 

5 8 — — 

_ — — — — — — 

* _ - — — 
IT r "EX — * 

— 


6 


1 * 
8 
1 


| 

3 
5 

6 
4 
| 

e 
. 
. 
n 
0 
. 


2 


vation in the ſolemn Worſhip of Chriſtians, juſtly 
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| | at, p. 17. But let him deride, and ſport himſelf with 
it as long as he pleaſes, or dares. I now. publickly 


renew the Proteſt, and enter it a-freſh ; as a Proteſt 
againſt a Practice that is unſcriptural, and an Inno- 


offenfive : Whereof I am more thoroughly convinced 
than ever, ſince the peruſing of a late Pamphlet, 


written by my worthy and good Friend Mr. Martin 


Tompkins, entitled, A calm Enquiry, whether we have 


any Warrant from Scripture, for our addreſſing our- 


ſelves in a Way of Prayer, or Praiſe, to the Holy 


Spirit; to which the Reader is referr d. | 


I have now finiſh'd all I deſigned, - both for ex- 
plaining and defending that Part of my Letter which 
relates to the Doctrine of the Holy Trinity. | 


But I can't conclude, without animadverting a little 


on the MAN NER wherein Mr. 4 treats what I 


have ſaid in this Part, as alſo in the preceding Intro- 


duction to it, Had he, or any one elſe, who might 
think me miſtaken, endeavoured, in a Way becom- 


ing a Chriſtian, or even a Scholar, and a wwell-bred 


Man, to convince me of my Miſtakes, and ſet me 
right; I ſhould have thought myſelf obliged. to 
him, and given him ſincere Thanks. For I agree 


with Mr. Locke, that if a Man, as-a fincere Friend to 


the Perſon, and to the Truth, labours to bring ano- 
ther out of Error, he is acting a very beautiful, and 
a kind Part. There can be nothing, ſays he, more 
beautiful, nor more beneficial *.* But the Reader 


will ſoon ſee how far what I now ſuppoſe is, With re- 


Jheft to Mr. A——$8, from being the Caſe. To paſs 


by here his putting on ſuperior Airs, affefting a domi- | 


neering, inſulting Strain, applying to the Paſſions and 
Prejudices of his Readers, exclaiming, haranguing, and 


the like /maller Blemiſbes to any Author's Performance; 


ſome or other of Which are . viſible in every Page: 
I ſhall confine my Obſervations to Faults, in his Man- 


15 of writing, of a much groſſer Sort, and ſome of 
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the worſt that à Writer can be guilty off The 47 1 
would mention, is, dealing unfairly in his uotations | 
of Paſſages, and defignedly miſrepreſenting ir Senſe. 
Several Inftances of this might be produeed: Let it 

ſuffice to point out a very flagrant one almoſt at the 

Entrance of his Poſtſcript, p. 2. When he [mean- 

ing Mr. G.] came to Hackney, he ſet himfelf © 


* ſtudy — has read the beſt Authors on hoth Sides; 


but above all, ſearched the Scriptures — and, ho 
hopes, carefully implored the divine T! eachings —— 


* and the Reſult of al has been a Change of Belief, 
Sc. lor, as in Page 1. a Change of Belief and Opi- 
nion, about ſundry Points of Religion, "the Capital, 
or Fundamental, not excepted.] He not, you 
ſee, poſitively ay, he has ſo diligently and i 


N 


A 


© tially implored thoſe 2. eachings, but only he 1 he 


has. However, we hive here a tacit, but dreadful 
«< Confeſſion, he did none of them before, Sc. New 


the Paſſage, without being disjointed and mutilated at 
this Rate, is thus. [Being come to Hackney 9) bet 


< myſelf to ſtudy them, i. e. Matters of eligion, 
© AFRESH, eſpecially ſuch as are reckowd' the prinei- 

pal, and moſt important; and I have read the Au- 
© thors, who are eſteemed to have writ beſt upon 
< theſe, of both Sides but above all, ſearched the 


Sceriptures relating to them, I hope, with Care, Di- 


* ligence, and Impartiality, [V. B.] 1MPLoORING, 
© AT THE SAME” TIME, DIVINE T'z ACHINGS, 
to be kept and delivered from Error, and led into 
< the Truth. The Reſult of this has been a Change 
© of Belief and Opinion about ſundry Points of Re- 
gion, and /ome that are reckoned capital, or funda- 
mental, not excepted, Sc. Tis plain then, that 
Mr. 4——s has quoted me here, not only difingent- 


_oufly, but di iſhoneftly too:. And concerning his Intention 


in ſo doing, a Judgment may eafily be formed, by 


What ſoon after follows, p. 3. He did not do this 


i. e. ſearch«the Scriptures, and pray for the Spirit 
— lead 85 into 71 8 As rag here implies, And 


yet 


1 57 1 5 


C yet the Author has been long a Preacher, has been 
« ſeveral Years ordained, did then give a Confeflion 


and before you, and all, before. he had done theſe 
Things! What 3 ſhocking Account is this! How 
(can he expect to be believed? n Candoury what 
Charity does he deferve!? | 
A ſecond Fault in this Writer is, his froqhent joins 
ing of me with others, and thoſe Perſons of the moſt 
 invidious Names and Charafiers in Faſhion, and flily 
inſinuating an Agreement between my Notions and 
Sentiments, and theirs. Nothing is more common 
with him, than this. Inſtances of it every where oc- 
eur. I ſhall content myſelf with bringing one or two 
of the moſt notorious. P. 9. Chriſtianity, ſays he, 
in the firſt Ages, was ſpread by the great Preachers 
« of this Doctrine, [meaning the — that he eſpouſes, 
© or the Athanafian.] Ebion, Cerintbus, the Gnoſticks, 
Paulus Samoſatenus, Arius, Sabellius, and the Anti- 
* trinitarian Crew, their Followers, never ſpread Chrif- 
* tianity any Where. Our Religion, where-ever-1t was 
* preached, prevailed, thro* the Power of the Holy 
* Ghoft 3 nor was ever its Progreſs and wreſiftible Run 
* checked f in any Country, till Men of bis Principles 
corrupted it. Nor was it ever roofed out of any 
the Nation, till this great Foundation of it was op» 
Di- * poſed, ridiculed,. and blaſphemedy by the impious 
#6, * Wretches. above named, and their” Diſciples and 
108, then the Holy Spirit, as we might well ſuppoſe, 
into vithdrew his — renewing, and ſanctify- 
unge ing Influences ; and God was, in his holy and juſt 


« of what he called his Faith, in the Sight of God, 


Re- a 4 — provoked to give 1p thoſt: who recti ned h 
inda- * not the Truth in the Love thereof; to believe Lies. 


that Then did Mahomet ariſe, and carry away ſo great 
gen. a Part of thoſe, who having given up this Doc- 
. tine, were little more than Chriſtians in Name, 
* with an ill- concerted Jumble of 'Fewiſh, Heatheni/hy 
and Anti-Obriſtian Dotages, blended with ſeveral 
Truths, obvious-from t 2 e Law.of Nature.“ Again, 


P. 11. 


* 


[ 929 


Pp. 11. . Mr. Gibbs, and all bis Brethren, muſt own' 


that Chriſt is God, and, conſequently, a livi md 
* true God; and, therefore, that there are at 610 


s Gods, which is evidently contrary to the whole 


Scripture, and abſolutely inconſiſtent with natural 
Religion. Dare any of them ſay, that this Doctrine 


will forward the Converſion of the Jews ? — Who: 


ſoever ſhall be inſtrumental in their Converſion, theſe 


were called Chriſtians fallen from their Faith, not 
one of them could ever have been brought to em 
brace the Reveries of the Impoſtor Mahomet, And 
what is there in theſe Mens Schemes which ſhould 
induce the Mahometans to change their Religion? 
They ſpeak almoſt as honourably of Chriſt, as hee 
Men do: And Mr. Gibbs, and his Friends, expect 
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* litile more from him they call their Saviour, than 
? thoſe do from their Prophet *.* The putting a Man 


thus ever and anon into the Plural Number, and join- 


ing him with Company of ſuch il Repute, to whom 
he is no Ways allied, is a Practice to be complained 


of as downright iniguitous: And one can hardly for- 
bear thinking, that Mr. 4 learn'd it from a 
Book of Dr. Edwards's, . written againſt Mr. Locke, 
and entitled, Socinianiſm Unmaſkd, where a Plenty 


of like Inſtances of it are to he met with. And *tis 


particularly obſervable of the Doctor, that [beſides his 


aiming, quite thro* the Book, to repreſent Mr. Locke 


as all over ſocinianized, he, in ſome Places, inſinuates, 
that great Man had conſulted the Mabometan Bible, 
and that bis Creed, and the Turks, did not much dif- 
fer, but was in a Manner the ſame, of the ſame Size, 
or —_— as the Doctor is pleaſed to term it, and 
„ —ͤ e!'' 8 
ET | t third egregious Fault, which 1 
would take Notice of in Mr. Anonymous, as a Writ- 
er; and that is, his aſſerting | Fal/boods- of me, and 
er the Reader all'feeþ. 4, 5, & 74 12, 15; 15,16, 1 
21, 22; © OB ee 


W 


Tm" 


laying to my Charge, Things wholly undeſerved. Thus, 
5. 22. ſays he, Mr. G. has uc where declared, whether 
© he believes there is only one God, or Whether there is 
more than one; tho? with the Apoſtle St. Paul, I 
ſay (ſpeaking it as the Matter of my Belief) that to us 
[Chriſtians] there is onz Gop, THE FATHER, of 
whom are all Things, and we for him: Again, ons 
Gord, anD FATHER OF ALL, who 7s above all, and 


_ through all, and in us all. P. 12. Mr G. ſays he, 


* denies, that Men have Righteouſneſs i in CHRIST, or 
that they, excepting a very few, need rene! 
Grace, to which two & cætera's are elapt. 137 
If ever they, the Ma bometans, are converted, it 
* muſt be in Expectation of having Wiſdom, Righ- 
* teouſneſs, Sanctification, and Redemption in Cbriſt 
Feſus, which they can have in no other; and 
which, this Man sa vs, they dannot bave in bis Sa- 
* viour; but we know they may have in aur. 
P. 15. © Mr. G. has mightily leſſened the Account che 
* Scripture gives us of Redemption, yea, he has quite 
denied it. Here are ſeveral Facts poſitively aſſerted, 
and heavy Accuſations brought: Each of which I ex- 
pet Mr. A——s to prove, by ſhewing the Places and 
Words wherein I deny and affirm, as he ſays I do; or 
elſe that he owns he cannot; and, I-think, he ſhould' 


aſk Pardon, at | leaſt, for having publiſhed to the 


World ſuch Calumnies, and falſe Accuſations. I be- 
heve, admire, and adore the Scripture Account of 
Man's Redemption by the Lord Jeſus Cbriſt. Pro- 
duce me any Propoſition relating to this, out of the 
Goſpel, and I am ready to ſubſcribe it with Heart and 
Hand: Particularly a; Os St. Paul teaches, * That of 
God are Men in Chrift ones who is made (or be- 
* comes to them) Widow, hteouſneſs, Sanctifica- 
tion, and Redemption.” Foo | by the Way, I here 


declare to Mr. — and the World, that I am 
no Socinian, nor Arian. The peculiar diſtinctive No- 
tions, both of . ad FOO: * ee and 


#44 7 


take to be wrong. 
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is The laſt Thing to be obſerved in this Author 

ö Way of Writing, i is, great Uncharitableneſs,, and Cen- | 
e : Of 8 alſo there OR aſtances 
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ö to accept of an Invitation from you. Bid. We 
© have here a tacit, but dreadful Confeflion, he did 
none of theſe Things (neither read, ſtudy, nor pray) 
© before : At leaſt, it is plain, he did them not — 2 
c ſhould : For if he had, the Reſult would have been 
« the ſame, —— The. divine | Teachings never did, ne- 
ver can, lead any Man into Error. To impute 
ſuch a Change of Belief [as his} 1 in any Meaſure to 
© theſe; or father ſuch Things upon the Spirit of 
© God, has more 44 ai, Mika, in its than ſome 
Men ſeem to be aware of. Bat P. 17. 
< As if the Proteſtation of one who had been fiſting 
© bis 0wn Convictions in theſe Matters, and impo/ing io 
© long upon the World, could; be any how regarded 
by any * thoſe like himſelf, or deſerved any other 
i Treatment, than to be laughed at.” P. 21. Our 
1 © Adverfaries would do well to conſider, whetker 
1 < their denying, that the Father, the Son, and the 
Holy Ghoſt, are be ove Cod of Chriftians; and 
© their God, be not a Ranoweing of the Baptiſmal-Co- 
c JT P. 42. Mr. G. has; without all :Decen- 
ſet hichſelf to opps/e and Maſpbeme this great 
entab in our Religion, and tokl you, very 
blartiy, what be does no longer believe, though. it 
is with me a Qpeſtion, if ever he believed it! P. 24 
s Lam pretty fare, if the whole Seri Rn HE 
n n End, and all * W 
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© and compared, which any Ways relate to this Mat- 
« ter (viz. the Trinity) that very few, if any, could 
be ſo charitable as to think the Deniers ilis Doc- 

trine {he muſt mean the Doctrine Rated, according 
« to him, and the Atbhauaſians] were BxLievERs or 
6 THEIR BiBLy,” Such are the Faults which Mr. 
Anonymous, in his Way and Manner of writing againſt 


me, is guilty of. And yet 40s Man lays lim to 
the Character of a true Proteſtant ;, and is known to 


ſuſtain the Office of a Chriſtian Divine Both which 
(if I may be allowed the Freedom to tell him ſo) 
ſerve but to aggravate | his F — and render him 


more 1nexcuſable in committi 


The grand eſſential: Princt 1 07 f of Proteſtantiſm, and 
ics trueſt, ſureſt Bas or A is, a Right of 
judging, by the Scripture-Standard, as to all Matters 
of Religion : Which Right belongs to Chriſtians, and 
Men Ken" and indiſeriminately, to one, as much as 
to another ; as, by Conſequence, likewiſe does the un- 
reftrained U or Exerciſe of this Right. Proteſtants, 

* if really fo, and upon Principle, (to borrow Part of 
© the Deſcription of them given us by an able Hand 
do not only aſſert and maintain the Right of 7 5 
* es, or of larger Bodies of Men, to bring any | 
* nions, or Uſages, in Vogue, 2 Aur ob | 
* Law and the Teſtimony, but they allow and en- 
courage every particular Perſon to make a free 
Judgment of the Rule. As every Man is to an- 
c 4 for himſelf, in the future Account, and has 

* the Holy Seriptures put into his Hands by divine 
* Appointment, 2 his Guidance: So he is bound to 

judge for himſelf, according to the Light he has, | 
* and upon uſing the beſt Methods he' can think of 
* for W the Word of God, particularly 

("3p ACNE TY comparing 

Towards the Cloſe of the Dodlcation of 110 Book, en he 
The Aſſembly's ſhorter Catechiſm yeſeu'd, he ſubſcribes himſelf a 
hearty | Prof; and, I think, I have good Vouchers to prove, 
2 e is a Diſſenting Miniſter: I find him quoted in a late 


Pamphlet, entitled, A Pial between a Baptiſt * a N 
man, by the Name of Milian. | * 


* 


* comparing the Paſſages which ſeem more ο⁹ 
with the plainer Places of Seripture: And having 
© juſt Regard to the Rules of Interpretation uſed in 
other Writings, and to the Reaſon of Things, With. 
© out offering any arbitrary, or unreaſonable Senſe, 
1 or conſtruing them into any Thing impoſſible or ab- 
1 © ſfurd. And if, upon this Examination, he ecantigt 
1 agree with the Generality of his Neighbours, in the 
Apprehenſions he forms of the Senſe of his Bible; 
he ought, as an honeſt Man, and a good Chriſtian, 
to diſſent from the Majority. *Tis neither Arro- 
gance, nor affected Singularity, to ſuppoſe himſelf 
in the Right, though he ſhould have Numbers 3 
gainſt him, The Minority, by an upright and 
< diligent Enquiry into the Meaning of the Sacreil 
{* Writings, may underſtand them better than a Crowd 
414 of People, who uſe not the ſame Sincerity, or Ap- 
ml . _© plication. And, certainly, to a Proteſtanty this ought 
to be no ſtrange Suppoſition : For as ſuch, he is a 
Proteſter againſt a Majority in the Wrong. The 
Reformation could never have been begun, if a 
* Luther, or the like, muſt be debarred from judging, - 
© till a Number came to be of the ſame Sentiments. 
1 And the very Proteſt itſelf * was made by a lebs 
= Number of Princes, and Imperial Cities, wh had 
14 been out-voted in the Diet. And by the fame 
HE ' © Reaſon, that a leſſer Part of the Chrilian Chureh 
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#8 may differ from a far greater, which ſtill adheres 
w to the Papacy, or a ſmaller Number of the States 
I of the ſame Empire diſſent from the prevailing 
C i. Part; it muſt undeniably follow, that every pri- 
4 vate Man is a competent Judge of the Rule for 
| « himſelf, and bound to abide by that which he thinks 


to be the Truth and Will of God, whoever, are of 
© another Mind*. Occafional Paper, Ne. II. p. 11, 
12, 13. Again, p. 19, 20. ſays the ſame good 
Writer, He that openly, or deſignedly oppoſes an 
The Proteſt of fix Princes, and fourteen free Cities of G. 
many, againſt the Decree of the Diet at Spire. 
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© ferent from the common Opi pinion of 
4 bours; or be puniſh'd if I will not, fub eribe Sh 
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s Terms. 
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Thins, becauſe 4: cannot, with Safety; als ny Bi 
ble myſelf, the Temptation is kept out of my Way. 

* The genuine a of a Proteſtant hid Dekancs 

© to both Uſurpations alike. Once more, if any 


be o ſhould tell me, I muſt judge for 1 [1 but when 


5 I have done ſo, muft not profeſs any Thing dif. 
my A 
2 Tublich Faith; or if I ſhould act otherwiſe in reli 
© gious. Matters than they do; this carries, THe 12 
< upon Proteſtant Principles {till higher. They give 
2 me more Opportunity, than I cguld Mi in a Po. 
* piſþ Country, to know my Maſter's Will z. but I mul 


< therefore, play the' Hypocrite, i in forbearing to do 
4 it under fuller Light. They tantalize me, by let. 


. 9 971 me know my Right to a Hat, a Judgment; 


then, in the Face of the un, can Jo. to my 
8 Soul, bow down, that 1 we may go over.“ 5 
4 8 theſe Eruciples and 8 iruly Protefan 
1 would add a few more, from the excellent M. 
þ : bete, Second Vindication of the Reaſonableneſs of 
Ariſtianity, p. 648. Vol. II. Haw fully ſoever Iam 
 perfuaded of the Truth, of what I hold, I am, in 
common Juſtice, to allow the ſame Sincerity to. him 
that differs from me; and ſo we are upon equal 
| "This Perſuaſion. of Truth, on each Side, 
© inveſts neither of us with a Right to cenſure, -« 
© condemn. the other. I have no m of, Revs to 
< treat him ill. for differing from me he has to 
© treat me ill, for the ſame. Cauſe: 'Pit ity him, I may; 
inform him fairly, I ou ght; But contemn, 
revile, or any otherwiſe prejudice him, for not think 
ing juſt as I do, that I ought not. "My: i our 
gives me no more Apthority over him, than bis (for 
{ Fvery, one is orthodox to himſelf.) gives him ove 
me. When the Word Orthodoxy. ( which i in Eſſec 
© ſignifies no- more but the Opinions of my 2 5 
made Uſe of as a Pretence to domineer. (as 
3 n it ls) it is, ; ever will be, ridiculous. 
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of Chriſtian Religion As ſuch,; he ought to be er 


2 


emplary for Truth, Veracity, Tuſtice, fair and * 
| N N e Laus, Charity, 8 
mutual F. y. other Chri iſtian Virtue 
and Grace. As My Se (more ef y) he is ech 


1 
F Religion, no, not even the moſt violent and Foul 8 
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to conſent to wholeſome 


© UNMIXED; to Rn it in 
© other A 


our Lord Jeſus Chriſt (ſpoken b y himſelf, and by . 


© his A poſtles) and to the Doctrine which is accord="- 5 


© ing to N ; being told what the Man muſt bes 
© eſteemed who refuſes to do this, 1 Tim. vi. 3, 4. 
As ſuch, he is required, after the Example of . 
« tby, to hold faſt the * Goſpel. agree, PURE and 
* NEsS and STMEPLICITY wherein 85. Pape, and the 
poſtles, left it: And that not only * 
* Faith, or Fidelity, but with Love and Charity to- 

© wards all honeſt Minds, though they might not 
* have ſo much Knowledge of it as he had, or mighe 


* differ from him in ſome Particulars, 1 Tim, u, 13. 


Fold faſt:the-Form of ſound: Words, Which 
* haſt heard of M 


in Chriſt Jeſus. Vid. Benſon in Loc. As fuch, more - 
* over, he is apprized, that he ought not to ſtrive,” 
i. e. to contend with Fierceneſt, Anger, or undue - - 
againſt the Adverſaries of the Chiiſtian "- 


* rate: But, inſtead of this, that he ſhould*treat 
them with AMeckneſs and Sweeteſs of Tem 


9 


endeavour to them over, if po 
 tleneſs, Forbearance, and Methods of the like Sort. 


1 Tim. ul. 24, & ſeq. The Servant of the Lond Ie 
Miniſter of the Goſpel] muſt not ive [with any]. 
* but be gentle unto. all Men; apt to teach, patient, 


-0 


3 even the Words. . 


E, with Faith, and Love, which 1 is. 


ny nd. 1 


: teftant.: But how: much worſe ſtill will it appear, if — bo 
we view him alſo in the Li 
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* or forbearing ; in Meekneſs inſtructing thoſe that . 2 
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